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the Department of Agriculture. In 
testimony before the House Appropria
tions Committee he said: 

In 1949 the Nation was consuming about 
16 billion pounds of red meat, and by 1954 
consumption of red meat increase-cl to about 
25 billion pounds. 

He goes on to point out that, if the per 
capita consumption of meat continues at 
the rate of 1954, it will require 7 million 
more head of cattle, 3 million more sheep, 
and about 10 million more hogs to sup
ply the increased meat that would be 
needed by 1962. 

To provide pasture and feed for these 
additional animals it would require . an
other 35 million acres of land. This land 
is not available, but irrigated pastures 
could do much to alleviate this coming 
situation. You can pasture several times 
more animals on an irrigated acre than 
you can on a dryland pasture. 

According to the Department of Agri
culture, the consumption of beef has 
nearly doubled since 1930. 

PRODUCTION INCREASES 

In addition to the importance of these 
crops to our diet, increased production 
also has been a determining factor in 
the increase in consumption. 

We would not have been able to ex
perience this ~ncrease .in per capita con
sumption had it not been for irrigation. 

For example, about three-fifths of our 
fruits and tree nuts, one-half of our com
mercial vegetables and one-third of the 
potato crop are grown on irrigated land. 

Irrigation has enabled growers to take 
advantage of the favorable soil and cli
mate in our Western States to make the 
growing of fruits and vegetables one of 
the leading industries of the West. 

To show what percent of the commer
cial fruits and vegetables that are pro-

·SENATE 
THURSDAY, JUNE 2, 1955 . 

<Legislative day of .Monday, May 2, 
1955) 

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m., on 
the expiration of the recess. 

Rabbi Benjamin Schultz, executive 
director, American Jewish League 
Against Communism, Inc., offered the. 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, in these days we turn 
for strength to Thee. Assailed by slo
gans and shibboleths, we ask for power 
to discern. Lead us to convictions based 
on solicitude for America, its defense, 
and its survival. Inspire us to be guided 
by our true convictions and not by un
worthy pressures. 

Keep our leaders from the temptation 
of momentary political advantage, real 
or imagined. There is no com.promise 
with the right. That opportunism which 
averts its face from human pain, from 
injustice, from cruelty, cannot be the 
chosen course of any nation knowing 
God. Preserve us from godless 'cynicism 
in the dress of diplomacy. 

They cry peace, peace, but there is no 
peace. No peace for tis while men cry 
out under the whip of the oppressor. 
No calm for mankind while one-third of 
earth cowers in terror. 

duced in the irrigated West, I have asked 
the Department of Agriculture to give 
me the pertinent figures. 

Here are the figures they have sup
plied me: 
Almonds ------------------------------ 100 
Apricots ------------------------------ 100 

!~~{~~~~!-============================ ~: Strawberries -------------------------- 50 Broccoli _______________________________ 79 
Cantaloups ____________________________ 80 
Carrots _______________________________ 75 

Cauliflower____________________________ 61 Celery _________________________________ 54 
Sweet cherries _________________________ 85 
Lemons _________ : _____________________ 100 

Dates--------------------------------- 100 Figs __________________________________ 100 
Grapes ________________________________ 95 

Lettuce------------------------------- 91 Honeydews ____________________________ 100 
Filberts _______________________________ 100 

Walnuts------------------------------ 100 Olives _________________________________ 100 
Onions ______________________ . _________ 56 
Peaches _______________________________ 58 
Pears _________________________________ 88 
Peas __________________________________ 42 

Plums _______ · -----·------------------- 87 
Prunes--------------------- ~---------- 100 Rice _______________________ , _______ . __ 52 

Spinach-~~--------·------------------- 57 
Tomatoes---------------~------------- 51 

Many of the crops are produced in the 
late fall, winter, and early and middle 
spring. As recently as 20 to 25 years ago 
these crops were not available in the 
winter months. 

Certainly, new methods of processing, 
better transportation and the introduc
tion of frozen foods has helped con
siderably to provide us with these spe
cialty and seasonal crops the year 
around. However, without irrigation to 
grow these crops in the first place they 
would not be available. 

Make us alive, dear God, to the truth: 
That life today is war-war everywhere 
between· good and evil, war in hope of 
the good triumphant. It is war with
out arms; subtle, spiritual, emotional 
war. Give us clarity of perception to 
understand our foe, as he unfortunately 
studies and understands us. 

Enable us to see not the easy way, but 
the right one. Help us to realize that 
facile appeasement, like some cosmic 
drug, may relieve a tension, but poison a 
world. 

We pray for true peace, a peace of 
health, a peace of justice, a peace of God. 
Anien. 

THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, 

and by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the Journal of the proceedings of 
Wednesday, June 1, 1955, was dispensed 
with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages in. writing from the Presi

dent of the United States were com
municated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, 
one of his secretaries. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
As in executive session, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be

fore the Senate messages from the Pres-

We can be quite ·thankful to irriga .. 
tion and reclamation for making it pos
sible for us to have the necessary crops 
to give us a nutritious and balanced diet. 

We in the United States eat better 
than anyone else in the world. Because 
of this we are a strong Nation. 

Our youth excel in practically every 
international sport. They have strong, 
well-developed bodies which make pos
sible the new records in athletics which 
they achieve. 

Their bodies are strong and well de
veloped because they enjoy a balanced 
diet-a diet containing plenty of fresh 
fruits and vegetables, milk, and meat. 

There are some who complain about 
the cost of Federal reclamation projects. 
In the past 50 years, approximately $2.6 
billion has been allocated to irrigation. 
It has been estimated that these irriga
tion projects have returned to the Treas
ury more than $4 billion in new taxes. 
These Federal projects have repaid about 
$600 million of the original cost and are 
returning an average of $60 million a 
year to the Treasury. 

Water is the lifeblood of the arid West. 
Water, placed on good soil at the proper 
time, can bring a feeling of security, of 
confidence, and new wealth to the com
munity. 

If we are to eat well in the future, we 
will need to produce more crops. The 
population of our country increases 
about 3% million each year. They will 
need food. Little of the food produced 
on irrigated lands adds to our present 
supply of surplus foods. We should be 
thankful that we. have a surplus. 

Because of irrigation, we are eating 
well. We will continue to eat well if 
we wisely develop the feasible irrigation 
projects in our land. 

ident of the United States submitting 
sundry nominations, and withdrawing 
the nomination of Mrs. Lulie M. Frick, 
to be postmaster at Atlas, Mich., which 
nominating messages were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

<For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING 
SENATE SESSIONS 

On request of Mr. J oHNsoN of Texas, 
and by unanimous consent, the Anti
trust and Monopoly Legislation Subcom
mittee of the Committee on the Judi
ciary was authorized to meet during the 
session of the Senate oday. 

On request of Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, 
and by unanimous consent, the Internal 
Security Subcommittee of the Commit
tee on the Judiciary, considering Com
munist infiltration of defense plants, was 
authorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate today. 

ORDER FOR TRANSACTION OF 
ROUTINE BUSINESS 

Mr. JOHNSON of ·Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask unanimous consent that 
there may be a morning hour for the 
presentation of petitions and memorials, 
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the introduction of bills, and the trans
action of other routine matters, subject 
to the usual 2-minute limitation on 
statements. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT _pro tempore. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. J'OHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid 
before the Senate the following letters, 
which were ref erred as indicated: 
REPORT ON ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENT 

OF REGISTRATION PROVISIONS OF SUBVERSIVE 
ACTIVITIES CONTROL ACT 
A letter from the Attorney General, trans

mitting, pursuant to law, his report on the 
administration and enforcement of the regis
tration provisions of the Subversive Activi
ties Control Act, as amended, for the period 
June 1, 1954, through May 31, 1955 (with an 
accompanying report); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

NOTICE OF PUBLICATION OF PROPOSED 
DISPOSITION OF PALM OIL 

A letter from the Commissioner, General 
Services Administration, Emergency Procure
ment Service, Washington, D. C., transmit
ting, pursuant to law, a copy of a notice to 
be published in the Federal Register of a 
proposed disposition of approximately 30 
million pounds of palm oil now held in the 
national stockpile (with an accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Armed Services. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
Petitions, etc., were laid before the 

Senate, or presented, and referred as 
indicated: 

By the PRESIDENT pro tempore: 
A resolution adopted by the Grand Council 

of Virginia, Order of Fraternal Americans, at 
Norfolk, Va., protesting against any proposed 
world government; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Two resolutions adopted by the Grand 
Council of Virginia, Order of Fraternal 
Americans, at Norfolk, Va., relating to the 
treatymakin,g power and the present im
migration and naturalization laws; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A resolution adopted by the Grand Council 
of Virginia, Order of Fraternal Americans, at 
Norfolk, Va., relating to the improvement of 
free public schools; to the Committee on 
Labor and Public ~!fare. 

A copy of a minute adopted at a meeting 
of the Delaware County Bar Association, at 
Media, Pa., favoring the confirmation of the 
nomination of C. William Kraft, Jr., to be a 
judge of the United States District Court 
for the Ea.stern District of Pennsylvania; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

RELIEF FOR DOMESTIC SUGAR 
INDUSTRY-RESOLUTION 

Mr. CARL.SON. Mr. President, I have 
received a resolution approved by the 
Chamber of Commerce of Garden City, 

Kans., relative to relief legislation for 
the domestic sugar industry. 

Garden City is one of the large sugar
beet-producing areas, and under exist
ing marketing provisions of the Sugar 
Act of 1948, the expansion of the in
dustry is impossible. 

I ask that the resolution be referred 
to the proper committee, and be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

Whereas the ·sugar industry is vital to the 
economic well-being of the Garden City area 
as well as the entire High Plains and Rocky 
Mountain States; and 

Whereas the present quota and rigid mar
keting provisions set forth in the Sugar Act 
of 1948 deny the sugar industry the historic 
right to grow with our Nation; ·and 

Whereas these conditions adversely affect 
not only the sugar industry but tend to 
create a depressed agricultural economy in 
the area in which Garden City has a keen 
interest: And be it 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United 
States be and hereby is petitioned to provide 
for immediate quota increases for the do
mestic industry; and that the Congress be 
and hereby is petitioned to restore to the 
domestic industry its historic right to share 
in all future increases in United States sugar 
requirements; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Garden City Chamber 
of Commerce heartily endorses and urges 
immediate action on Senate bill 1635 and 
House bill 5406, companion measures intro
duced to provide just relief to the sugar in
dustry; and that the secretary-manager of 
the Garden City Chamber of Commerce is 
hereby instructed to forward copies of this 
resolution to the Kansas congressional dele
gation, the Secretary of Agriculture, the Sec
retary of State, and the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Passed by the board of directors of the 
Garden City Chamber of Commerce May 23, 
1955. 

HARRY B. ETLING, 
President. 

ROBERT B. DWYER, 
Secretary-Manager. 

FLOOD PROTECTION AND PLANNING 
FOR TOPEKA, KANS. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, I have 
received a resolution approved by the 
board of directors of the North Topeka 
Drainage District regarding local flood 
protection and planning for Topeka, 
Kans. 

The Soldier Creek cutoff is an impor
tant project. in the protection of Topeka 
from flood damage and I sincerely hope 
that Congress will give early approval 
to the requested appropriation. 

I present the resolution, and ask that 
it be referred to the appropriate com
mittee, and be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was refen-ed to the Committee on 
Public Works, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

Whereas Soldier Creek has in the past, 
by overflowing, caused considerable damage 
to property by flooding in the area of North 
Topeka; and 

Whereas there has never been more than 
25 percent of the rainfall in the Soldier 
Creek drainage area as has fallen in other 
similar areas; and 

Whereas the United States Army has for
mulated and Congress has authorized a plan 
known as the Soldier Creek cutoff, which, if 
carried out, will remove this creek from the 
densely populated areas and increase the 
channel capacity and velocity of said stream; 
and 

Whereas President Eisenhower, in his 
budget, has recommended $60,000 for local 
Topeka flood protection and planning; and 

Whereas the board of directors of the 
North Topeka drainage district has author
ized and directed its engineer to make the 
necessary survey, plans, and estimates of 
costs to obtain the right-of-way for said 
project, as rapidly as possible, in order that 
an election may be held to vote on a bond 
issue to pay the expense of acquiring the 
necessary right-of-way for said project and 
perform other assurances to make said proj
ect possible: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the North Topeka drain
age district petition Congress to make an 
appropriation !or the necessary surveys and 
plans for the said Soldier Creek cutoff proj
ect; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be 
mailed to the following persons: Senator 
ANDREW SCHOEPPEL, Senator FRANK CARLSON, 
Congressman WILLIAM AVERY, Congressman 
CLARENCE CANNON, and Congressman JOHN 
J. RILEY. 

Adopted by the board of directors of the 
North Topeka drainage district May 2, 1955. 

KELLY LEWIS, 
Chairman. 

HOWARD JACKSON, 
Secretary. 

L. M. PARAMORE, 
Treasurer. 

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 
The following reports of a committee 

were submitted: 
By Mr. SALTONSTALL, from the Commit

tee on Armed Services: 
S. 107. A bill to provide for the conveyance 

of a portion of the Fort Devens Mllitary 
Reservation, Mass., to the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 407); and 

S. 2078. A bill to permit a retired officer 
of the Navy to be employed in a command 
status in connection With Antarctic ex
peditions; without amendment (Rept. No. 
406). 

By Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee 
on Armed Services: 

H. R. 4294. A bill to amend section 640 
of title 14, United States Code, concerning 
the interchange of supplies between the 
Armed Forces; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 409). 

By Mr. DUFF, from the Committee on 
Armed Services: 

H. R. 3825. A bill to make retrocession to 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts of 
jurisdiction over certain land in the vicin
ity of Fort Devens, Mass.; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 408). 

ADDITIONAL REPORT OF JOINT 
COMMITTEE ON REDUCTION OF 
NONESSENTIAL FEDERAL EX
PENDITURES-FEDERAL EMPLOY
MENT AND PAY 
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, as chair

man of the Joint Committee on Reduc
tion of Nonessential Federal Expendi
tures, I submit an additional report on 
Federal employment and pay for the 
month of April 1955. In accordance with 
the practice of several years' standing, I 
request unanimous consent to have it 
printed in the body of the RECORD, to
gether with a statement by me. 
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There being no objection, the report 

and statement were ordered to be print
ed in the RECORD, as follows: 
FEDERAL PERSONNEL IN ExEcUTIVE BRANCH, 

APRIL AND MARCH 1955, AND PAY, MARCH 
AND FEBRUARY 1955 . 
(Figures in the following report are com-

piled from signed official personnel reports 
by the various agencies and departments of 

the Federal Government. Table I shows 
total personnel_ employed inside and outside 
continental United States, and pay, by agen
cy. Table II shows personnel employed in
side continental United States. Table III 
shows personnel employed outside continen
tal United States. Table IV gives by agency 
the industrial workers employed by the Fed
eral Government. For purposes of compari
son, figures for the previous month are shown 

in adjoining columns. Table Vis a separated 
report on foreign nationals who are not 
counted in tables I, II, III, and IV.) 

PERSONNEL AND PAY SUMMARY 

(See table I) 
Information in monthly personnel reports 

for April 1955 submitted to the Joint Com
mittee on Reduction of Nonessential Federal 
Expenditures is summarized as follows: 

Total and major categories 

Total t ________ ---- - ----------------- - ---- - - - - - - - - --- - • - • --·-····-··---- • - - - - - -·- - - - -· -

Civilian personnel in executive branch Payroll (in thousands) in executive branch 

In April In March 
numbered- numbered-

2,361,166 2,355,810 

Increase ( +) 
or decrease 

(-) 

+5,356 

In March 
was-

$832,665 

In February Increase (+) 
was- or d(~ease 

Agencies exclusive of Department of Defense ___________________ : __________________ i-----l-----l-----l-----l-----l----~-

Department of Defense ____________________________________________________________ l=====c:l======l======l===~==l====~=I==~~= 

$754,395 +$78, 270 

1,178,776 1,174,295 +4,481 410,517 383,042 +21, 47.5 
1,182,390 1,181,515 +875 422,148 371,353· +50, 795 

Inside continental United States __ ----------------·······-·-------------------·-·-Outside continental United States ____ ____________________ -------------- --- --------
2,140,281 2,134,994 +5,287 -------------- -------------- --------------220,885 220,816 +69 -------------- -------------- --------------

Industrial employment----·-·······---····----···-··--------·---------------------1======i======l======l======l======i=====;;:;;,;;;; 717,281 717,290 -9 -------------- -------------- --------------
Foreign nationals ___ ····--·········-·-·-··-······-··-··-····-···-·····--·-····---·-··- 340,050 341,484 -1,434 29,564 25,139 +4, 425 

1 Exclusive of foreign nationals shown in the last line of this summary. 

Table I breaks down the above figures on 
employment and pay by agencies. 

Table II breaks down the above employ
ment figures to show the number inside con
tinental United States by agencies. 

Table III breaks down the above employ
ment figures to show the number outside 
continental United States by agencies. 

ment figures to show the number In indus
trial-type activities by agencies. 

Table V shows foreign nationals by 
agencies not included in tables I, II, III, and 
IV. Table IV breaks down the above employ-

TABLE !.-Consolidated table of Federal personnel inside and outside continental United States employed by the executive agencies during 
April 1955, and comparison with March 1955, and pay for March 1955, and compairson with February 1955 

Department or agency 

Executive departments (except Department of Defense): Agriculture _________________________________________________________ _ 

Commerce t __________________ ---------···---··-··---------··---------Health, Education, and Welfare ____________________________________ _ 
Interior _____________________________________________________________ _ 

Justice _______ --···· ___ -·_ --·-· --·-· ___ --· -- --- -• - - - ---- - --· --- - - - - - - -
Labor-----------····------·--·-·---···-------------------------------Post Office __________________________________________________________ _ 

State __ --_ -- - ___ ---·· --· - - - - - --···-· - ----· - - - - - - - --· --- - - -• -·- - --- ---
Treasury ___________________ -----------·-----·-·-----·--·------------

Executive Office of the President: White House Office _________________________________________________ _ 
Bureau of the Budget ___ ____________________________________________ _ 

Council of Economic Advisers_--·------ -----------------------------Executive Mansion and Grounds ___________________________________ _ 
National Security Council 3 _________________________________________ _ 

Office of Defense Mobilization ______________________________________ _ 
President's Advisory Committee on Government Organization _____ _ 
President's Commission on Veterans' Pensions _____________________ _ 

Independent agencies: 
Advisory Committee on Weather Control. _________________________ _ 
Alexander Hamilton Bicentennial Commission _____________________ _ 
American Battle Monuments Commission __________________________ _ 
At-0mic Energy Commission ___ _________ _________ -------- ___________ _ 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System _______ ___ _______ _ 
Civil Aeronautics Board ____________________________________________ _ 
Civil Service Commission ___________________________________________ _ 
Commission of Fine Arts_-------------- ----------------------------
Commission on Intergovernmental Relations_-------------------·---Defense Transport Administration __________________________________ _ 
Export-Import Bank of Washington ________________________________ _ 
Farm Credit Administration _____________ : __________________________ _ 
Federal Civil Defense Administration ______________________________ _ 
Federal Coal Mine Safety Board or Review _________________________ _ 
Federal Communications Commission ______________________________ _ 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation _____ ________________________ _ 
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Service. _______________________ _ Federal Power Commission _________________________________________ _ 
Federal Trade ·commission ______________ ---··-·-----··---- _________ _ 
Foreign Claims Settlement Commission ____________________________ _ 
Foreign Operations Administration _________________________________ _ 
General Accounting Office __ ___ _____________________________________ _ 
General Services Administration ____________________________________ _ 
Government Contract Committee.·-········-------··-·-··----------
Government Printing Office ____ __ __ -····---·--·--------------··-··--
Housing and Home Finance AgenCY-----·--··-·-·-·-··-···--------·-Indian Claims Commission _________________________________________ _ 

Interstate Commerce Commission_--------------------------------·-
Jamestown-Williamsburg-Yorktown-Celebration Commission ______ _ 
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics ______________________ _ 
National Capital Housing AuthoritY----··-···--··-··-··-·-·-·······
National Capital Planning Commission----···-··-····-·····-·-·-··-
National Gallery of Art----------··--·-·················-·····:_·····-
National Labor Relations Board _____ •••••• : ••• :.·--··-·-···········-
National Mediation Board---·······-----·······----····------·-----· 

April 

74,234 
44,840 
39,537 
51,215 
30, 278 
4,989 

506,896 
20,673 
82,946 

281 
431 
32 
70 
26 

282 
5 
3 

11 
5 

808 
5,982 

589 
532 

3,835 
10 
59 
17 

144 
1,089 

727 
8 

1,068 
1,105 

354 
612 
574 
163 

'6,457 
5,705 

25,690 
16 

6,814 
10,821 

13 
1,791 

3 
7,284 

276 
21 

315 
1,141 

113 
1 April figure includes 686 seamen on the rolls of the Maritime Administration and 

their pay. 
2 Revised on basis of later inf~matiOD. 

Personnel 

March 

73,318 
44,502 
38,901 
50,546 
30,225 
4,923 

504,434 
20,758 
82,826 

279 
427 
31 
69 
26 

288 
5 
8 

16 
4 

797 
6,036 

590 
537 

3,879 
10 
59 
17 

143 
1,096 

713 
8 

1,080 
1,097 

352 
620 
581 
173 

6,395 
5,734 

25,756 
14 

6,834 
10,815 

14 
1,802 

3 
7,294 

278 
21 

316 
1,150 

110 

Increase Decrease 

916 ------------
338 ------------
636 ------------
669 ------------
53 ------------
66 ------------

2,462 ------------------------ 85 
120 ------------

2 ---···------
4 
1 
1 

6 

--·-···----- 5 
1 ------------

11 ------------
------------ 54 
------------ 1 
--------··-- 5 
------------ 44 

1 ----···-----
-·-·-·------ 7 

14 -·······----

---···------ 12 
8 ----···-----
2 ------------

------------ 8 
----- - ------ 7 
------------ 10 

62 ------------
-·-··------- 29 
------------ 66 

2 --······-- --
-·-·····---- 20 

6 -·······----
-·-···--·--- 1 
----------·- 11 
:::::::::::: -·-·---·-10 -
-·--·-····-- 2 

:::::::::::_ ····--·-· 1 

-·······---- 9 
3 ---······---

Pay (in thousands of dollars) 

March 

23,232 
18,248 
15,088 
20,123 
13,307 
2,239 

161,933 
7,585 

33,309 

152 
273 
21 
25 
17 

161 
3 
1 

6 
2 

103 
3,082 

273 
295 

1,716 
1 

25 
9 

82 
536 
379 
. 4 

560 
512 
240 
329 
327 
83 

3,115 
2,528 
8,692 

5 
2,966 
4,878 

10 
901 

2 
3,375 

98 
11 
99 

626 
80 

February 

20,652 
16,173 
13,370 
17,102 

211,804 
1,954 

165,419 
6,349 

29,127 

131 
243 

20 
23 
15 

146 
3 

3 
1 

90 
2,693 

235 
254 

1,526 
1 

23 
8 

71 
481 
310 

4 
494 
417 
208 
288 
300 
67 

2,719 
2,201 
7,564 

4 
2,525 
4,047 

9 
783 

1 
2,910 

87 
10 
89 

538 
70 

Increase Decrease 

2,580 ------------2,075 ------------
1, 718 ------------
3,021 -----------· 
1,503 ------------

285 ---------- -------------- 3,486 
1,236 ------------
4,182 ------------

21 -----------· 
30 

1 
2 
2 

15 

3 
1 

13 
389 
38 
41 

190 

2 -----------· 
1 

11 
55 
69 

66 
95 
32 
41 
27 
16 

396 
327 

1,128 
1 

441 
831 

1 
118 

1 
465 
11 
1 

10 
88 
10 

3 Exclusive of personnel and pay of the Central Intelligence Agency, 
• Subject to revision. 
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TABLE !.-Consolidated table of Federal personnel inside and outside continental United States employed by the executive agencies during 
April 1955, and comparison with March 1955, and pay for March 1955, and comparison with February 1955-Continued 

Department or agency 

r 

Independent agencies-con. 
National Science Foundation ____ ---------------------------------- --National Security Training Com.mission ____________________________ _ 
Panama CanaL ___________________________________ ---------- ______ __ _ 
Railroad Retirement .Board ____________ - --------------- -- --- -- -- ---- -
Renegotiation Board _______ ___ __ --- ----- -- ---- --------- ------ ---- -- --
Rubber Producing Facilities Disposal Commission _________________ _ 
St. Lawrence Seaway Development Corporation ____________________ _ 
Securities and Exchange Commission _______________________________ _ 
Selective Service System _______ ------------------------------------- -
Small Business Administration __ ----------------------------------- -
Smithsonian Institution ____ --------------------------------------- - -
Soldiers' Home _____________ -------_----------------------------• -- --Subversive Activities Control Board ________________________________ _ 
Tariff Com.mission ______ ________________________ --- -_ -,- ----- ----- ----
Tax Court of the United States _____________________________________ _ 
Tennessee Valley Authority __ ---------------------------------------United States Information Agency __________________________________ _ 
Veterans' Administration ____________________ --- -- ___ -- - --- - --_ -_ ----

April 

167 
5 

15,461 
2,364 

538 
19 
24 

677 
7,121 

741 
646 

1,010 
32 

199 
141 

20, 576 
9,909 

178,256 

Personnel 

March 

257 
6 

15,401 
2,401 

536 
21 
28 

687 
7,113 

7{5 
635 
988 
33 

198 
142 

21,007 
9,809 

178,378 

Increase Decrease 

------------ 90 
------------ 1 

60 ------------
------------ 37 

2 ----------- -
---------- -- 2 
------------ 4 
------------ 10 

8 - --------- --
------------ 4 

11 ------------
22 ------------

----------- - 1 
1 ---- -------

------------ 1 
------------ 431 

100 ------------
------------ 122 

Pay (in thousands of dollars) 

March 

103 
4 

3,412 
889 
366 

14 
16 

385 
1,712 

362 
232 
204 

22 
104 
86 

9,604 
2,472 

58,863 

Febr,uary Increase Decrease 

85 
4 

3,378 
784 
316 

11 
11 

342 
1,492 

366 
202 
179 
20 
99 
69 

8,463 
2,243 

51,416 

18 ------------

-· . 34 ------------
105 ------------

50 ------------
3 ------------
5 ------------

43 ------------
220 ------------

4 
30 
25 
2 
5 

17 
1,141 

229 
7,447 

Total, excluding Department of Defense___________________________ 1,178, 776 1,174,295 
Net increase, excluding Department of Defense ____________________ ------------ ------------

5,582 
4,481 

1,101 410,517 383,042 30,965 
27,475 

3,490 

1=====1=====1=====1=====1=====1=====1=====1==== 
Department of Defense: 

Office of the Secretary of Defense____________________________________ 1,923 1,950 ------------ 27 1,050 920 

~:~m:m ~i m ~~tr=~~~======================================= !!: m Jg!: ~i ======~=~;= --------itr !gf: m ~ii m 
130 

18,471 
18,590 
13,604 

1-----1------1-----1-----1------1-----1-----1-----
Total, Department of Defense __ - ---------------------------------- 1,182,390 1, 181, 515 
Net increase, Department of Defense ______________________________ ------------ ------------

2, 007 1,132 422,148 371,353 50, 795 ------------
875 ------------ ------------ 50, 795 

Grand total, including Department of Defense_____________________ 2,361,166 2,355,810 
Net increase, including Department of Defense ____________________ ------------ ------------

7, 589 1===2,=23=3=l===83=2=, =66=5=l==7=5=4,=3=9=5 =l===81=,=76=0=,===3=, =490= 

5, f56 ------------ ------------ 78, i270 

TABLE IL-Federal personnel inside continental United States employed by executive agencies during April 1955, and comparison with 
March 1955 

Department or agency 

Executive departments (except Department 
of Defense): 

Agriculture ___________ --_ -- -- _ -- ---- -------
Commerce '---- __________ __ ____________ • --
Health, Education, and Welfare __________ _ 
Interior __________________________________ _ 
Justice _________ -_ ---- --- --- ----- ------- ---
Labor __ ----------------------------------Post Office _______________________________ _ 

state __ -------- ------- ------- ------ --------
Treasury ___________ -----------------------

Executive Office of the President: White House Office ______________________ _ 
Bureau of the Budget ____________________ _ 
Council of Economic Advisers ____________ _ 
Executive Mansion and Grounds _________ _ 
National Security Council 2 ______________ _ 

Office of Defense Mobilization ____________ _ 
President's Advisory Committee on Gov-

ernment Organization __________________ _ 
President's Com.mission on Veterans' Pen-

sions ____________ ------------------ -- ----
Independent agencies: 

Advisory Committee on Weather ControL 
Alexander Hamilton Bicentennial Com-mission _________________________________ _ 
American Battle Monuments Commission_ 
Atomic Energy Commission _____________ _ 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System _________________________________ _ 
Civil Aeronautics Board _________________ _ 
Civil Service Com.mission ________________ _ 
Commission of Fine Arts _____________ ____ _ 
Commission on Intergovernmental Rela-tions ___________________________________ _ 
Defense Transport Administration _______ _ 
Export-Import Bank of Washington ______ _ 
Farm Credit Administration _____________ _ 
Federal Civil Defense Administration ____ _ 
Federal Coal Mine Safety Board of Review_ 
Federal Communications Commission ___ _ 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation ___ _ 
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Serv-ice _____________________________________ _ 
Federal Power Commission ______________ _ 
Federal Trade Commission _______________ _ 
Foreign Claims Settlement Commission __ _ 
Foreign Operations Administration ______ _ 
General Accounting Office ________________ _ 
General Services Administration _________ _ 
Government Contract Committee ________ _ 
Government Printing Office ______________ _ 

April 

73,096 
41,816 
38,989 
45,244 
29,734 
4,874 

504,552 
5, 804-

81,959 

281 
431 
32 

-70 
26 

282 

5 

3 

11 

5 
17 

5,965 

589 
528 

3,823 
10 

69 
17 

144 
1,078 

727 
8 

1,040 
1,104 

354 
612 
574 
163 

1,682 
6,653 

25, ~ 
16 

6,814 

March In- De-
crease crease 

72,135 961 
41,572 244 
38,359 630 
44,621 623 
29,709 25 
4,815 59 

502,090 2,462 
5,850 46 

81,829 130 

279 2 
427 • 31 1 
69 1 
26 -------- --------

288 6 

5 -------- --------
8 

16 5 

4 1 
18 1 

6,019 54 

590 1 
533 5 

3,868 45 
10 -------- --------
59 -------- --------
17 -------- --------

143 1 
1,084 6 

713 14 --------
8 -------- ------ii 1,051 

1,096 8 --------
352 2 -------8 620 
581 7 
173 10 

1,662 20 
6,683 30 

25,647 63 
14 2 

6,834 20 

1 April figure includes 685 seamen on the rolls of the Maritime Administration. 
• Exclusive of personnel of the Central Intelligence Agency. 

Department or agency 

Independent agencies-Continued 
Housing and Home Finance Agency _____ _ 
Indian Claims Commission ______________ _ 
Interstate Commerce Com.mission ________ _ 
Jamestown-Williamsburg-Yorktown Cele-

bration Commission ___ ~-----------------
National Advisory Committee for Aero-nautics ______________________ --- ________ -
National Capital Housing Authority __ ___ _ 
National Capital Planning Commission __ _ 
National Gallery of Art __________________ _ 
National Labor Relations Board _________ _ 
National Mediation Board _______________ _ 
National Science Foundation _____________ _ 
National Security Training Commission __ Panama Canal. __________________________ _ 
Railroad Retirement Board ______________ _ 
Renegotiation Board _____________________ _ 
Rubber . Producing Facilities Disposal Comm1ss1on ____________________________ _ 
St. Lawrence Seaway Development Cor-poration _______________________________ _ 
Securities and Exchange Commission ____ _ 
Selective Service System __ ______ __ _______ _ 
Small Business Administration ___________ _ 
Smithsonian Institution __________________ _ 
Soldiers' Home __________ ___________ _______ . 
Subversive Activities Control Board _____ _ 
Tariff Com.mission _______________ ; _______ _ 
Tax Court of the United States ___ :, _______ _ 
Tennessee Valley Authority ______________ _ 
United States Information Agency _______ _ 
Veterans' Administration ________________ _ 

April 

10,687 
13 

1,791 

3 

7,284 
276 

21 
315 

1,119 
113 
167 

5 
551 

2,364 
538 

19 

24 
677 

6,923 
741 
644 

1,010 
32 

199 
141 

20,576 
2,297 

176,983 

March 

10,680 
14 

1,802 

In- De-
crease crease 

7 --------
1 

11 

3 -------- --------

7,294 
278 

21 
316 

1,128 
110 
257 

6 
472 

2,401 
536 

21 

28 
687 

6,914 
745 
633 
988 
33 

198 
142 

21,007 
2,299 

177,108 

10 
2 

1 
-------- 9 

3 --------
90 

-------- 1 
85 --------

-------- 37 
2 --------

2 

4 
-------- 10 

9 --------------- . 
11 --------
22 --------

-------- 1 
1 --------

1 
431 

2 
125 

Total, excluding Department of Defense. 1, 119, 294 1, 115, 029 5, 330 1, 065 
Net increase, excluding Department of 

Defense_______________________________ __________ __________ 4,265 

Department of Defense: 
Office of the Secretary of Defense _________ _ 
Department of the Army _________________ _ 
Department of the Navy __ _______________ _ 
Department of the Air Force _____________ _ 

======== 
1,867 

376,604 
377,697 
264,819 

1, 896 -------- 29 
375,417 1, 187 --------
378, 679 982 
263, 973 846 --------

Total, Department of Defense ___________ 1,020,987 1,019,965 2,033 1,011 
Net increase, Department of Defense ___ ---------- __________ 1,022 

Grand total, including Department of == = =1= Defense _______________ ____ ____________ 2,140,281 2,134,994 7,363 2,076 
Net increase, including Department of Defense ___________ ---------------- _________ __________ 5,287 

I 
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TABLE III.-Federal personnel outside continental United States employed by the executive agencies during- April 1955, and comparison 

with March 1955 

Department or agency 

Executive departments (except Department. 
of Defense): Agricultur~------ _________________________ _ 

Commerce._____________ _________________ _ 
Health, Education, and Welfare __________ _ Interior ___________________________________ _ 

J ustioo _______ -- __ - _ ----- - - - - - - - - - - --- - - - - -
Labor _____ -------------------- ___________ _ 
Post Office- ~------------------------------
State _____________ -- _ ------_ - -- - - - - - - - - - - - -
Treasury _________ ----------------------- --

Independent agencies: · 
American Battle Monuments Commission_ 
Atomic Energy Commission _____________ _ 
Civil Aeronautics Board _________________ _ 
CiviI Service Commission _________________ ' 
Farm Credit Administration _____________ _ 
Federal Communications Commission ___ _ 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation ___ _ 
Foreign Operations Administration ______ _ 
General .Accounting Office _______ ------- -- -
General Services Administration _________ _ 
Housing and Home Finance Agency _____ _ 
National Labor Relations Board _________ _ 

1 Subject to revision. 

April 

1,138 
3,024 

548 
5, 97I 

544 
115 

2,344 
14,869 

987 

791 
17 
4 

12 
:n 
28 
1 

I 4, 775 
52 

100 
134 

22 

March 

1,183 
2,930 

542 
5,925 

516 
108 

2, 344 
14,908 

997 

779 
17 
4 

11 
12 
29 

In- De-
crease crease 

94 
fl 

46 
28 

7 

45 

39 
10 

12 --------

1 --------
1 
1 

1 -------- --------
4, 733 : 

51 
109 
135 
22 

42 --------
1 --------

3 
---,----- 1 

Department or agency 

Independent agencies-Continued Panama Canal. __________________________ _ 
Selective Service System _________________ _ 
Smithsonian Institution __________________ _ 
United States Information Agency _______ _ 
Veterans' Administration _______________ _ 

.April 

14,904 
198 

2. 
7,612 
l, 273 

March In- De-
crease crease 

14,929 25 
199 1 

2 -------- --------
7, 510 102 --------
1, 270 I 3 --------

Total, excluding Department of Defense_ 59,482 59,266 
Net increase, excluding Department of 

342 126 

Defense ___ - ----------- ---------------- --------- - ----------

Department of Defense: 
Office of the Secretary of Defense _________ _ 
Department of the Army _________________ _ 
Department of the Navy _________________ _ 
Department of the Air Force _____________ _ 

56 
88,473 
31,356 
41, 5I8 

54 
87,653 
31,160 
42,683 

216 

2 --------
820 --------
196 --------

1, 165 

Total, Department of Defense___________ 161, 403 161, 550 I, 018 1, 165 
Net decrease, Department of Defense______________ __________ 147 

Grand total, including Department of = = =r 
Defense__________ _____________________ 220,885 220,816. 1,360 1, 291 

Net increase, including Department of 
Defense_______________________________ __________ __________ 69 

I 

TABLE IV.-lndustrial employees of the Federal Government inside and outside continental United States employed by executive agencies 
during April 1955 a-nd comparison with March 1955 

Department or agency April · March In
crease 

De
crease Department or agency April March In- De-

crease crease 
------------------1---------------11-------------------1--------------
Executive departments (except Department 

of Defense) : 
.Agriculture._-----------------------------
Commerce ________ - __ - - - - -- - -- - -- - -- - -- - - -Interior ___________________________________ _ 

Treasury _______ --------------------------- · 
Independent agencies: 

Atomic Energy Commisslon_ -------------
Federal Communications Commission ___ _ 
General Services Administration. ________ _ 
Government Printmg Office _____________ _ 

2,803 
2,232 
8,232 
6,261 

137 
12 

960 
6,814 

2,845 -------- 42 
2,173 59 --------
8, 210 22 --------
6, 353 92 

133 4 --------
13 -------- 1 

922 38 --------
6, 834 20 

National Advisory Committee for Aero-
nautics__________________________________ 7,284 7,294 ________ 10 

Panama Canal____________________________ 7,502 7,422 80 -------
Tennessee Valley Authority _______________ ~ 17,820 ---'~ 

Total, excluding Department of Defense. 
Net decrease, excluding Department of 

59, 650 60, 019 203 572 

Defense _______________________________ ---------- ---------- 369 
I 

t Subject to revision. 

Department of Defense: 
Department of the Army: 

Inside continental United States ______ 1 207 800 2 206 899 
Outside continental United States_____ t 43; 400 : 42; 935-

Department of the Navy: 
Inside continental United States______ 237,299 238,129 
Outside continental United States_____ 6, 880 6, 922 

Department of the Air Force: 

001 
465 

830 
42 

Inside continental United States______ 157, 367 157, 293-
0utside continental United States_____ 4, 885 5, 093 

74 --------
208 

Toti:!, Department of Defense______ 657, 631 657, 271 1, 440 
Netmcrease, Department of Defense ___________ -----"---- . 360 

1,080 

G~~~e::~-~~~~i~!-~~~~~~~~~~- 717,281 717,200 =:::=1 
Net decrease, including Department l, 

643 I 
of Defense_________________________ __________ __________ 9 

1,652 

t 
2 Revised on basis of later information. 

TAllLE v_-Foreign nationals working under, United States agencies overseas, excluded from tables I througli IV of this report, whose service 
are provided by contractual agreement between the United States and foreign governments, or because of the nature of their work or the. 
source of funds from which they are paid, as. of April 1955 and comparison with March 1955 

Total 

Country 
April March 

Aust.ria________________________________________________ 171 171 
England______________________________________________ 7,536 7,492 
France _____________________________________________ "_____ 23,416 22,599 
French Morocco_________________________________________ 5, 586 4, 109 
Germany______________________________________________ 127,601 125,305 
Japan________________________________________________ 156,221 I55, 898 
Korea --------------------------------------------- 17, 187 23,222 Libya____________________________________________________ 785 967 
Ryukyus __ ---------------------------------------------- 246 244. Seudi Arabia________________________________________ 556 690 
Spain________________________________________________ 121 142 
Trinidad____________________________________________ 624 645 

.Army Navy 

.April March April March 

16, ~~ 15, ~gI __ _ 
858 

_ 
821 

1,965 
18,481 

103, 879 101, 716 1, 957 
94, 441 I 94, 441 18, 527 I 
17, 187 23, 222 

Air Force 

April 

171 
7,536 
7,200 
4,525 

21,765 
43,253 

March 

171 
7,492 
6,942. 
3,035 

21,62-i 
42,976 

-------------- -------------- -------------- -------------- 785 967 
-------------- -------------- 246 244 -------------- --------------
-------------- -------------- -------------- -------------- 556 690 
-------------- -------------- -------------- -------------- 121 142 

624 645 
1------1------l"------i'------1------11------1------1,-----

Total___________________________________________ 340, 050 341, 484 

1 Revised on basis oflater information. 

NOTE'.-The Germ!Ills are paid from funds provid'ed by · German Governments-. 
The French, English, and Austrians reported by the Army aml. Air .Force are paid 

231,926 235,239 22,212 22,156 85,912 84,089 

from funds appropriated for personal services. All others ar.e paid from funds appro
priated for other contractual services, 

STATEllolENT BY SENATOR BYRI> by months in flsea.l year 1955, which began Total employment fn civilian agencies 
during the month of April was 1,178,776, an 
increase of 4,481 over the March total of 
1,174,295. Total civilian employment in the 
military agencies in April was 1,182,390. 
This was a . net increase of 875 as compared 
with 1,181,515 in March. 

Executive agencies of the Federal Govern- July I, 1954, follows: 
ment reported regular civilian employment 
in the month ot April totaling 2,36I,166. 
This was a net increase of 5,356 as compared 
with employment reported in the preceding 

Month Employment Increase Decrease 

month of March. 
This was the third increase in succession 

and it was the sixth increase in. 33 months 
since .July 1852. The 0ther monthly in
creas.es were in J"une. October, and Novem
ber of 1954 and February and March ot 1955. 

Ci'\'.ilian employment reported by the exec
utive agencies of the Federal Government, 

CI--468 

1954-July ____ ..: ______ _ 
August. _______ _ 
September _____ _ 
October ______ _ 
November _____ _ 
December _____ _ 

1955-January _______ _ 
February ______ _ 
March _________ _ 
April __________ _ 

2,387,833 
2,375,988 
2,355,170 
2, 359',325 
2,38!i, 024 
2,368,072 
2', 353,588 
2,353,908 
2,355,810 
2,361,166 

5,187 
11,845 

--------- 20,818 
4',155 -------

25, 699 ---------
16. 952 

- 320 
14,484 

l, 902 ---------
5, 356 ---------

Civilian agencies reporting the larger in
creases were the Post Office Department 
with an increase of 2,462, the Department 
or Agriculture with an Increase of 916, the 
Department. of the Interi01• with an increase 
of 669, and the Department of Health, Edu
cation, and Welfare with an increase of 636. 
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A decrease of 431 was reported by the Ten
nessee Valley Authority. 

While the Army reported an increase of 
2,007 in civilian employment, the Navy re
ported a decrease of 786, and the Air Force 
reported a decrease of 319 in civilian em
ployment. 

Inside continental United States civilian 
employment increased 5,287 and outside 
continental United States civilian employ
ment increased 69. 

Industrial employment by Federal agen
cies in April totaled 717,281, a decrease of 
9 as compared with March. 

These figures are from reports certified 
by the agencies, as compiled today by the 
Joint Committee on Reduction of Nones
sential Federal Expenditures. 

FOREIGN NATIONALS 

The total of 2,361,166 civilian employees 
certified to the committee by executive agen
cies in their regular monthly personnel re
ports included some foreign nationals em
ployed in United States Government activi
ties abroad, but in addition to these there 
were 340,050 foreign nationals working for 
United States military agencies overseas dur
ing the month of April who were not counted 
in the usual personnel report. The number 
in March was 341,484. A breakdown of this 
employment for April follows: 

Country Total Army Navy Air 
Force 

-------·1------------
Austria _____________ _ 
England ____________ _ 
France ______________ _ 
French Morocco ____ _ 
Germany ___________ _ 
Japan _______________ _ 
Korea _________ -- - - - --
Libya _______________ _ 
Ryukyus ___________ _ 
Saudi Arabia _______ _ 
Spain _______________ _ 
Trinidad ____________ _ 

171 -------- -------- 171 
7,536 -------- -------- 7,536 

23,416 16,216 -------- 7,200 
5, 586 203 858 4, 525 

127,601 103, 879 1, 957 21, 765 
156, 221 94, 441 18, 527 43, 253 

17, 187 17,187 -------- --------
785 -------- -------- 785 
246 -------- 246 --------
556 -------- -------- 556 
121 -------- -------- 121 
624 -------- 624 --------

Total._________ 340,050 231, 926 22, 212 85, 912 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A 
COMMITTEE 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, as 
in executive session, from the Committee 
on Armed services I submit a unanimous 
report on a group of military nomina
tions. These include the nominations 
of the members of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, as follows: 

Adm. Arthur William Radford, United 
States Navy, for appointment as Chair
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff in the 
Department of Defense. 

Gen. Nathan Farragut Twining, 
United States Air Force, for reappoint
ment as Chief of Staff, United States Air 
Force, with the rank of general, for a 
period of 2 years ending June 30, 1957. 

Gen. Maxwell Davenport Taylor, 
United States Army, for appointment as 
Chief of Staff, United States Army. 

Mr. President, at this time I should 
like to say that the people of Missouri 
are very proud, indeed, that Gen. Max
well Taylor has been appointed to this 
high position, because he is a resident 
of Keytesville, Mo. 

Rear Adm. Arleigh Albert Burke, 
United States Navy, to be Chief of Naval 
Operations in the Department of the 
Navy, with the rank: of admiral, for a 
term of 2 years. 

The list also includes the nomination 
of Brig. Gen. John Bartlett Hess, United 

States Army, for appointment as Chief 
of Finance, United States Army and as 
major general in the Regular Army of 
the United States, in addition to the 
nominations of 4 major generals and 9 
brigadier generals in the Army. 

Mr. President, I request that these 
nominations be placed on the Executive 
Calendar as unanimously reported by the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
nominations will be placed on the Exec
utive Calendar, as requested by the Sena
tor from Missouri. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Also from the 
Committee on Armed Services, I report 
favorably a group of routine nominations 
in the Army, Navy, and Air Force, con
sisting of 758 promotions in the Air Force 
in the grades of lieutenant colonel to 
first lieutenant; 154 appointmcmts in the 
Regular Army in the grades of captain 
to second lieutenant, and 10 appoint
ments in the Navy in the grades of 
lieutenant to ensign. 

All of these names have already ap
peared in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, so 
to save the expense of printing on the 
Executive Calendar of this large group, 
I ask unanimous consent that these nom
inations be ordered to lie on the Vice 
President's desk for the information of 
any Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, the nominations will lie on 
the desk, as requested by the Senator 
from Missouri. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 
Bills were introduced, read the first 

time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MAGNUSON (by request): 
S. 2128. A bill to provide for reasonable 

notice to the agency of applications to the 
courts of appeals for interlocutory relief 
against orders of the Civil Aeronautics Board, 
the Federal Communications Commission, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, the Federal 
Maritime Board and the Atomic Energy 
Commission; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

( See the remarks of Mr. MAGNUSON when 
he introduced the above bill, which appear 
under a separate heading.) 

·By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 
S. 2129. A bill for the relief of Patrick K. Y. 

Yip and his wife Loretta Y. F. Hsu Yip; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILEY: ' 
S. 2130. A bill for the relief of Nicholas 

John Beltsos; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. BARKLEY: 
S. 2131. A bill for the relief of Marlene 

Schoepf; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. RUSSELL (for himself and Mr. 
SALTONSTALL) (by request): 

S. 2132. A bill to amend subsection 303 
(c) of th~ Career Compensation Act of 1949 
relating to transportation and storage of 
household goods of military personnel on 
permanent change of station: 

S. 2133. A bill to amend the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice: 

S. 2134. A bill to equalize certain retire
ment benefits for members of the uniformed 
services, and for other purposes: 

8. 2136. A bill to provide for the suspen
sion of certain benefits in the case of mem
bers of the Reserve components of the Army, 

Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps ordered 
to extended active duty in time of war or 
national emergency, and for other purposes; 

S. 2136. A bill to amend section 303 of the 
Career Compensation Act of 1949, to au
thorize travel and transportation allow
ances, and transportation of dependents and 
of baggage and household effects to the 
homes of their selection for certain mem
bers of the uniformed services, and for other 
purposes; and 

S. 2137. A bill to authorize the appoint
ment of an assistant chapl~in at the United 
States Military Academy and to fix the com
pensation of the chaplain and assistant 
chaplain thereof; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

(See the remarks of Mr. RussELL when 
he introduced the above bills, which appear 
under a separate heading.) 

By Mr. HOLLAND: 
S. 2138. A bill for the relief of Dorothy 

May Ackermann; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mrs. SMITH of Maine: 
S. 2139. A bill to provide that no fee shall 

be charged a veteran for furnishing him 
a copy of his discharge or a copy . of his 
certificate of service; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Pennsylvania (for 
himself and Mr. DUFF) : 

S. 2140. A bill to provide for a prelimi
nary examination and survey in the State 
of Pennsylvania for the purpose of deter
mining possible means of improving water 
supplies in such State; to the Committee on 
Public Works. 

By Mr. HENNINGS: 
S. 2141. A bill for the- relief of Joe Lee 

(Lee Jow); to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. LEHMAN (for himself, Mr. 
IVEs, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 
CASE of New Jersey, Mr. PuRTELL, Mr. 
BUSH, Mr. SALTONSTALL, and Mr. 
KENNEDY): 

S. 2142. A bill to amend the act of July 1, 
1952, so as to obtain the consent of Con
gress to interstate compacts relating to mu
tual military aid in an emergency; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

( See the remarks of Mr. LEHMAN when 
he introduced the above bill, whieh appear 
under a separate heading.) 

By Mr. LANGER: 
S. 2143. A bill for the relief of Manda 

Pauline Petricevic; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

S. 2144. A bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to con'Vey by quitclaim deed 
certain real property of the United States 
to the Fairview Cemetery Association, Inc.: 
to the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. IVES: 
S. 2145. A bill -for the relief of George 

Poulio; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SPARKMAN: 

S. 2146. A bill to amend the act providing 
for the naturalization of certain persons 
serving in the Armed Forces of the United 
States after June 24, 1950, in order to pro
vide for the naturalization of certain addi
tional persons serving in the Armed Forces 
after such date; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. Hil.L (for himself, Mr. MURRAY, 
Mr. NEELY, Mr. DoUGLAS, Mr. LEH• 
MAN, Mr. KENNEDY, and Mr. MC• 
NAMARA): 

S. 2147. A bill to authorize grants to States 
for the purpose of assisting States to provide 
all children an equal opportunity for vac
cination against poliomyelitis, and for oth~r 
purposes; to the Committee on Labor and 
Public Welfare. 

(See the remarks of Mr. HILL when he in
troduced the above bill, which appear under 
a separat.e heading.) 
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NOTICE TO CERTAIN AGENCms OF 

APPLICATIONS TO COURTS OF 
APPEALS 
Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, by 

request of the Judicial Conference of the 
United States~ I introduce, for appropri
ate reference, a bill to provide for rea
sonable notice to the agency of applica
tions to the courts of appeals for inter
locutory relief against orders of the Civil 
Aeronautics Board, the Federal Com
munications Commission, the Secretary 
of Agriculture, the Federal Maritime 
Board and the Atomic Energy Commis
sion. 

I ask unanimous consent that there be 
printed at this point in the RECORD a 
letter from Henry P. Chandler, Director 
of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, outlining the pur
pose of and need for this proposed legis
lation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
bill will be received and appropriately 
referred; and, without objection, the 
letter will be printed in the RECORD. 

The bill (S. 2128) to provide for rea
sonable notice to the agency of applica
tions to the courts of appeals for inter
locutory relief against orders of the 
Civil Aeronautics Board, the Federal 
Communications Commission, the Sec
retary of Agriculture, the Federal Mari
time Board and the Atomic Energy Com
mission, introduced by Mr. Magnuson 
(by request), was received, read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

The letter presented by Mr. MAGNUSON 
is as follows: 

.ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE 
UNITED STATES COURTS, 

Washington, D. C., May 23, 1955. 
Hon. RICHARD M. NIXON, 

Vice President of the United States, 
United States Senate, 

Washington, D . C. 
DEAR MR. VICE PRESIDENT: -On behalf of 

the Judicial Conference of the United States, 
I transmit herewith for the consideration of 
the Congress a draft of a bill to amend sub
section (d} of section 1006 of the Civil Aero
nautics Act of 19.38' in reference to the notice 
to be given on applications to courts of ap
peals for interlocutory relief against orders 
of the Civil Aeronautics Board, and subsec
tion (b) of section 9 of the act of December 
29, 1950, in reference to the notice to. be 
given on applications for interlocutory re
lief against orders of the Federal Commu
nications Commission, the Secretary of Agri
culture, the Federal Maritime Board, and the 
Atomic Energy Commission. 

The bill enclosed was approved by the
Judicial Conference at a meeting held Man '. 
24 and 25, 1955, upon a report and recc. 
mendation by the Committee of the Con
ference on Revision of. the Laws, consisting 
of Circuit Judge Albert B. Maris, of the 
Third Circuit, chairman, and District Judges 
Clarence G. Galston. of the Eastern District 
of New York, and William F. Smith, of the 
District of New Jersey. 

The statut.es referred to in their. present 
form require 5 days' notice to the agency 
concerned and specified above of applica
tions for interlocutpry relief. The effect of 
the bill which is herewith submitted would 
be to require reasonable notice but. not no-, 
tice of a specified number of da.ys. The 
present requirement of 5 days• notice some
times in urgent cases prevents a court o! 
appeals to which application 1s made for 

Interlocutory relief from acting with suffi
cient promptness in the circumstances. The 
agencies concerned were consulted by the 
Committee on Revision of the Laws and in
dicated that while they would be strongly 
opposed to permitting interlocutory relief to, 
be granted by courts of appeals without any 
notice they would not object to eliminating 
the 5-day waiting period if the requirement 
of notice was retained. Consequently, the 
Committee recommended and the Judicial 
Conference approved the provision of the 
enclosed bill that interlocutory relief in 
the nature of a temporary stay may be 
granted by a court of appeals upon reason
able notice without a fixed time limit. 

The proposal to do away with tl1.e inflex
ible provision for a waiting period of 5 days 
emanated from the Judicial Council, con
sisting of the members of the CouFt of Ap
peals of the District of Columbia Circuit in 
which many of the suits to enjoin or stay 
actions of the administrative agencies in
volved are brought. Inasmuch as the offices 
of the agencies are in the District of Co
lumbia, very short notice to them and to the 
Attorney General may suffice in urgent cases. 
The requirement in the bill that reasonable. 
notice should be given would leave the dis
cretion to determine the length of the no
tice in the court of appeals in which the 
interlocutory relief is sought which it would 
seem is where it should be. 

Thus, the bill submitted would provide for 
notice reasonable under the circumstances 
without specifying a fixed time. This is be
lieved to represent a sound policy in the sit
uation. Accordingly, the bill is recom
mended to the Congress for consideration, 
and it is hoped that it may be enacted. 

Sincerely yours, 
HENRY P. CHANDLER. 

SUNDRY BILLS RELATING TO THE 
ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, on be
half of myself and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SALTONSTALL] by re
quest, I introduce, for appropriate refer
ence, sundry bills relating to the armed 
services. 

Each of these bills was requested by
the Department of Defense and is ac
companied by a letter of transmittal 
from the appropriate military depart
ment, explaining the purpose of the bill. 
I ask unanimous consent that the letters 
of transmittal be printed in the RECORD, 
immediately following the listing of 
"Bills introduced." 

The. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
bills will be received and appropriately 
referred; ar-d, without objection,. the 
letters of transmittal will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The bills, introduced by Mr. RussELL 
(for himself and Mr. SALTONSTALL), by 
request, wer~ received, read twice by their 
titles and referred to the Committee on 
Armed Service, as follows: 

S. 2132. A bill to amend subsection 303 
(c) of the Career Compensation Act of 1949 
relating to transportation and storage o! 
household goods of military personnel on 
permanent change of station. 

The letter accompanying Senate bill 
2132 is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 

Washington, D. C., May 11, 1955. 
Hon. RICH.AJU> ,M. NIXON, 

Un'ted States Sena.te, 
DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: There ls forwarded 

herewith a draft of legislation "To amend 

subsection 303 ( c) of the Career C'ompensa
tion Act of 1949, relating to transportation 
and storage of household goods of military 
personnel on permanent change of station." 

This proposal is a part of the Department 
of Defense legislative program for 1955, and 
the Bureau of tf1e Budget has advised that 
there would be no objection to its trans
mittal to the Congress for ~onsideration. 
The Departrnen t Of the Army has been de
signated as the representative of the Depart
ment of Defense for this legislation. It is 
recommended that this proposal be enacted 
by the Congress. 

PURPOSE OF THE LEGISLATION 

This proposal would amend section 303 ( c) 
of the Career Compensation Act of 1949 to 
provide that members of the uniformed 
services may be authorized, in connection 
with a change of station, nontemporary 
storage of baggage and household effects in 
Government facilities, or in commercial fa
cilities whenever such storage is considered 
to be more economical to the Government. 
However, the proposal does impose two limi
tations~ namely, that the weight stored plus 
the weight transported in connection with 
the change of station may not exceed the 
maximum weight limitation fixed by regu
lations, and also that such storage shall 
not be authorized for a period longer than 
1 year following separation from the service 
except that the respective Secretaries may 
authorize continuation in cases where a 
member is confined to a. hospital or under
going medical treatment on the date of sep
aration. 

Principally, nontemporary storage of bag
gage and household goocts is necessary to 
store such goods of military personnel who 
are moved overseas and particularly in those 
cases where movement of household goods to 
the overseas station 11,1 restricted for military 
or for other reasons. As an example, ship
nrent of household goods to the Far East 
Command currently is limited to 2,000 
pounds or 25 percent of the authorized al
lowance,_ whichever is the greater. 

Although section 303 of the Career Com
pensation Act of 1949 provides !or the tem
porary storage of baggage and household 
goods, it makes no specific provision !"or non
temporary storage of such goods. The sec
tion therefore has been interpreted as pro
hibiting direct expenditures for nontempor
ary storage in commercial facilities. Con
sequently, such storage is affected in Gov
ernment depots, resulting in considerable 
expense because of the necessity for packing, 
crating, and transporting the goods to Gov
ernment depots. The proposed legislation is 
distinctly an economy measure since. if en
acted. it would make possible the utilization 
of commercial storage facilities, either local 
or closer at hand than Government depots, 
thus eliminating to a large degree packing 
and crating as well as reducing costs for the 
transportation haul. The proposed legisla
tion also is in line with current policies for 
performance of services on a contractual 
basis to broaden the mobilization base and 
for the extension of military contracts to 
small businesses. 

LEGISLATIVE REFERENCES 

Similar legislation to authorize the non
temporary storage of ho~ehold goods in 
commercial facilities was proposed to the 
Committee on Appropriations, United States 
Senate, on June 20, 1952, as- an amendment 
to section 632, H. R. 7391 (Public Law 488). 
82d Congress~ but was not enacted. 

COST AND BUDGET DATA 

Although it is impossible to accurately es
timate the fiscal impact of this piroposal, U 
enacted, it is known that. unit expenditures 
for this purpose would decrease~ Estimated 
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cost per hundred pounds for packing, crat
ing, transporting, and storing household 
goods during fiscal year 1955 is as follows: 
Government facilities _______________ $16. 35 
commercial facilities_______________ 13. 34 

Sincerely yours, 
ROBERT T. STEVENS, 
Secretary of the Army. 

s. 2133-. A bill to amend the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice. 

The letter accompanying Senate bill 
2133 is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
Washington, D. 0., May 18, 1955. 

Hon. RICHARD M. NIXON, 
President of the Senate, 

United Stat es Senate, 
Washington, D . C. 

MY DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: There is for
warded herewith a draft of legislation, "To 
amend the Uniform Code of Military Justice." 

This proposal is a part of the Department 
of Defense legislative program for 1955, and 
the Bureau of the Budget has advised that 
there would be no objection to its trans
mittal to the Congress for consideration. 
The Department of the Navy has been desig
nated as the representative of the Depart
ment of Defense for this legislation. It is 
recommended that this proposal be enacted 
by the Congress. 

PURPOSE OF THE LEGISLATION 

The purpose of this proposed legislation is 
to improve the administration of military 
justice in the Armed Forces. The Judge 
Advocates General of the Army, Navy, and 
Air Force, . and the General Counsel of the 
Department of the Treasury appointed a 
board of officers to make recommendations 
upon changes to the U_µiform Code of Mili
tary Justice. This board was convened on 
June 4, 1953 and, as a result of its proceed
ings, submitted a report containing certain 
recommended amendments to the Uniform 
Code of Military Justice. This legislative 
proposal is based upon the recommendations 
of that board of officers as approved by the 
several Judge Advocates General and the 
General Counsel of the Department of the 
Treasury, and those additional recommenda
tions submitted by the Department of De
fense. In essence this proposal is designed 
to eliminate some of the procedural diffi
culties and delays which have arisen under 
the Uniform Code of Military Justice since 
May 31, 1951, and to provide for more prompt 
and more efficient administration of military 
justice both from tlle standpoint of the in
dividual and the Government. 

The principal features of the proposed 
legislation are as follows: 

1. Single officer courts: The proposed leg-
1sla tion, which is based upon rule 23 of the 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, would 
permit an accused to waive trial by a 
multiple-member special court-martial and 
to elect trial before a single qualified officer. 
The adpotion of such a procedure will result 
in a reduction in both time and manpower 
normally expended in trials by special courts
martial. The rights of the accused in such 
cases are protected by the requirement that 
the officer acting as a special court-martial 
have the basic qualifications of a law officer 
under article 26 (a) • 

2. Records of trial: At the present time 
the use of a summarized record of trial is 
permitted in trials by special courts-martial 
when the accused is acquitted of all charges 
and specifications or when the sentence 
does not extend to a bad-conduct discharge. 
On the other hand all .records of trial by 
general courts-martial are complete verbatim 
accounts of the proceedings thereof even 
though the sentence adjudged by such 
court is one that could have been adjudged 
by a special court-martial, the proceedings 

of which would have been reported in a sum
marized record. The proposed bill would 
correct this situation ·by providing for a 
complete verbatim record in only those cases 
which because of the sentence adjudged must 
be reviewed by a board of review under ar
ticle 66 or in which the sentence adjudged 
by a general court-martial in excess of 
a sentence that a special court-martial could 
have adjudged. All other records of trial 
would contain such matter as may be re
quired by regulations prescribed by the Pres
ident. 

3. Review of records of trial: The present 
law requires all general court-martial cases 
to be forwarded to The Judge Advocate Gen
eral even though the sentence of the court 
is such that, if adjudged by a special court
martial, the record of the special court-mar
tial would not have been so forwarded. The 
proposed bill would correct this situation 
by providing that general court-martial cases 
in which the sentence as approved does not 
include a bad-conduct discharge or does not 
exceed a sentence that could have been ad
judged by a special court-martial, shall be 
transmitted and disposed of in the same 
manner as similar special court-martial cases. 

The present law requires that all sentences 
extending to a dismissal or a punitive dis
charge, or confinement for 1 year or more 
be reviewed by a board of review. The pro
posed legislation provides that cases now re
quired to be reviewed by a board of review 
only because the sentence includes a puni
tive discharge or confinement for 1 year or 
more will be examined in the Office of The 
Judge Advocate General in accordance with 
article 69 rather than by a board of review 
where the accused has pleaded guilty and 
has affirmatively stated that review by a 
board of review is not desired. The enact
ment of this provision would materially 
lessen the number of cases which need be 
reviewed by boards of review and will there
by diminish the overall time required to 
process court-martial cases. As this proce
dure upon review would be employed only 
in those cases where the accused has pleaded 
guilty and has affirmatively stated that a 
review by a board of review is not desired, 
it is believed that his substantial rights will 
not be prejudiced thereby. 

The present law requires that in any case 
reviewed pursuant to article 69 in which The 
Judge Advocate General finds all or part of 
the findings or sentence incorrect in law 
or fact, he must refer the case to a board 
of review for corrective action. In · a great 
many cases the irregularities concerned in
volve matters well settled in the law and 
in those cases the board of review's action 
amounts to no more than an application of 
these well-settled principles. This situa
tion results in an unnecessary burden on 
the boards of review and unduly increases 
the time required to process court-martial 
cases. To eliminate this unnecessary refer
ence to a board of review the proposed leg
islation authorizes The Judge Advocate Gen
eral to correct the irregularity or injustice, 
vesting in him the same powers and au
thority with respect to those cases that a 
board of review has. It will be noted that 
The Judge Advocate General remains au
thorized to refer any article 69 cases to a 
board of review in his discretion, and it is 
required that any finding or sentence in
correct in law or fact be corrected either by 
a board of review or by The Judge Advocate 
General. 

4. Powers of The Judge Advocate General: 
The proposed legislation authorizes the 
Judge Advocate General to dismiss the 
charges when the board of review or the 
Court of Military Appeals directs a dis
missal, or when the Court of Military Ap.• 
peals or the board of review orders a re
hearing which The Judge Advocate General 
finds impracticable. It is believed that The 
Judge Advocate General is, in many cases, 

in the best position to dismiss the charges 
himself or to determine whether or not a 
rehearing is impracticable. Further, the ad
ministrative necessity of forwarding the rec• 
ord to the convening authority would, in 
many cases, be eliminat~d. 

5. Review by the United States Court of 
Military Appeals: The proposed legislation 
reduces the ·time within which an accused 
may petition the United States Court of. Mili
tary Appeals for a grant of review from 30 
to 15 days. It is believed tha.t the 30-day· 
peric>d is unnecessarily long and has often 
delayed the disposition of cases in which 
petitions were not filed inasmuch as the 
accused need not perfect his appeal within 
this period but need only file notice of ap. 
peal. This 15-day period is more nearly .in 
accord with that specified in rule 37 of the 
Federal Rules of Crimina,l Procedure. The 
chief judge of the United States Court of 
Military· Ap'peals has stated that it is neces
sary for the court to deny approximately 
85 percent of the petitions received in the 
court for want of good cause. To correct 
this situation, the proposed bill provides that 
the Court of Military Appeals need consider 
petitions for grant of review only when 
counsel who represented the accused at trial 
or before the board of review, or appellat~ 
defense counsel appointed by The Judge Ad
vocate General if the accused was not repre
sented by counsel before the board, or civil
ian counsel retained by the accused certifies 
that in his opinion a substanMal question 
of law is presented and that the appeal is 
made in good faith. · 

6. Execution of sentences: Currently about 
385 days elapse between the date an accused 
is tried by court-martial and the date bis 
sentence is ordered executed after review by 
the United States Court of Military Appeals. 
As a result many prisoners who have com
pleted their period of confinement or who are 
eligible for parole cannot be released from 
the service until their cases have been com
pletely reviewed. Further, as an unsentenced 
prisoner is not supject to the same treatment 
as a sentenced prisoner, the administration 
of confinement facilities is unduly compli
cated. In some instances, delays in comple
tion of the requir~d review have led to com
plex administrative problems and loss of 
morale. Co~sequently the proposed legisla
tion provides that a convening authority may 
order executed all portions of a sentence ex
cept that portion involving dismissal or dis
honorable or bad-conduct discharge, thus 
eliminating the differences between sen
tenced and unsentenced prisoners. 

7. Vacation of suspension: Under the pres
ent code, vacation proceedings are necessary 
to vacate the suspension of a sentence im
posed by a special court-martial if it in
cludes a bad-conduct discharge, or of any 
general court-martial sentence. The pro
posed bill would make unnecessary a hea.ring 
to vacate the suspension of a general court
martial sentence that could have been ad
judged by a special court-martial ,m1ess it 
includes a bad-conduct discharge, thereby 
making the necessity of the hearing turn 
upon the gravity of the sentence rather than 
the type of court-martial. 

8. New trial: To protect more fully the 
rights of an accused, the proposed legislation 
extends the time within which an accused 
may petition for a new trial to 2 years from 
the date the convening authority approves 
the sentence. Further, the board of review, 
the United States Court of Military Appeals, 
and The Judge Advocate General would be 
permitted to grant more comprehensive re
lief than is now possible. 

9. Voting and rulings: The proposed bill 
provides that a law officer shall rule with 
finality upon a motion for a finding of not 
guilty. It · is anomalous to allow the lay 
members of Q. court-martial to overrule the 
law officer on a question which is purely an 
issue of law. 
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10. Punitive articles: The present code 

does not provide specific statutory authority 
for the prosecution of bad-check offenses. 
The proposed legislation inserts an additional 
punitive article which contains provisions 
smilar to the bad-check statutes of the Dis
trict of Columbia and the State of Missouri, 
including a provision that a failure to pay 
the holder of a bad check the amount due 
within 5 days shall be prima facie evidence 
of an intent to defraud. One of the difficul
ties arising under existing law is the neces
sity to prosecute bad-check offenses under 
1 or 3 separate articles (121, 133, or 134), 
none of which may be considered as a bad
check statute. Because of technical difficul
ties tha t arise as a result of the unfortunate 
pleading of the wrong article, an obviously 
guilty person sometimes escapes punishment. 
The proposed legislation is desirable, because 
of the m any difficulties inherent in obtain
ing a conviction of an accused for a bad
check offense without proof of specific in
tent, to provide specific statutory authority 
for the prosecution of bad-check offenses. 

11. Nonjudicial punishment: Good mili
tary discipline requires that a commanding 
officer be given greater authority in impos
ing nonjudicial punishment. Consequently, 
the proposed legislation provides that a 
commanding officer may confine an enlisted 
member of his command for a period not 
to exceed 7 days, and impose a forefeiture of 
one-half of 1 month's pay. Under article 
15, officers may be punished for· minor of
fenses such as traffic violations by imposition 
of forefeitures and they are thereafter not 
handicapped professionally by a trial by 
court-martial. However, in order to achieve 
an effective monetary punishment for en
listed members in similar cases, it is neces
sary to resort to a trial by court-martial, re
sulting in a permanent black mark on the 
enlisted man's record in the form of a con
viction by court-martial. The change con
templated by the proposed legislation woulq. 
permit prompt and effective disposition of 
such minor offenses. In addition, a com
manding officer exercising general court
martial jurisdiction may impose on an officer 
or warrant officer of his command forfeiture 
of one-half of his pay for 3 months instead of 
1 month as now provided in the code. The 1-
month limitation has proved unsatisfactory 
to commanders in the field, and is not cured 
by the fact that an officer can be tried by 
a special court-martial. An officer's present 
and future value within his command is 
seriously and permanently impaired by the 
publicity attendant to trial by court-martial. 
When such an event occurs prompt transfer 
of the officer after trial is imperative, re
gardless of the outcome. Such a procedure 
is costly in time, money, and manpower, and 
seldom serves the best interests of the serv
ice. It is believed to be essential that com
manding officers retain their present pow
ers to try officers by special court-martial as 
exceptional circumstances warrant. How
ever, it is considered desirable to increase 
the punitive powers of article 15 so that an 
adequate punishment can be imposed upon 
an officer for a relatively minor offense. 

12. Miscellaneous: To facilitate adminis
tration of confinement facilities under 
United Nations or other allied commands, 
the proposed legislation authorizes the con• 
finement, in United States confinement fa
cilities, of members of the Armed Forces of 
the United States with the members of the 
armed forces of friendly foreign nations. 

In addition, the proposed legislation makes 
other changes in the present code of a tech
nical nature, designed generally to improve 
the administration of m·mtary justice within 
the framework of the existing code. 

COST AND BUDGET DATA 

The enactment of this proposal will cause 
no increase in the budgetary requirements 
for the Department of Defense but will re-

sult in economies in the utilization of man
power. 

Sincerely yours, 
THOMAS S. GATES, Jr., 

Acting Secretary of the Navy. 

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS OF A BILL To AMEND THE 
UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUSTICE 

Subsection (a) amends article 1 by defin
ing the term "convening authority." 

Subsection (b) amends article 12 to pro
vide that a member of the Armed Forces of 
the United States may be confined in United 
States confinement facilities with members 
of the armed forces of friendly foreign 
nations. 

Subsection (c) amends article 15 (a) (1) 
(C) to provide that a commanding officer 
exercising general court-martial jurisdiction 
may impose on an officer or warrant officer 
of his command forfeiture of one-half of 
his pay per month for a period not exceeding 
3 months. 

Subsection (d) amends article 15 (a) (2) 
(E) to provide that a commanding officer 
may confine an enlisted member of his com
mand for a period not to exceed 7 consecu
tive days. 

Subsection (e) amends article 15 (a) (2) 
to provide that a commanding officer may 
impose on an enlisted member of his com
mand forfeiture of one-half of 1 month's 
pay. 

Subsection (f) amends article 16 to pro
vide that a special court-martial shall con
sist of three or more members, or of a law 
officer only, if, prior to the convening of such 
court, the accused so requests in writing 
upon the advice of counsel and the conven
ing authority consents thereto and the iden
tity of the law officer is known to the accused 
in advance of the date of trial. 

Subsection (g) amends articles 22 {b} and 
23 (b) to provide that a convening authority 
not subordinate in command and rank to 
the accuser shall be "competent authority" 
within the meaning thereof, and that a court 
may, in any case, be convened by superior 
competent authority when deemed desirable 
by him. 

Subsection (h) amends article 25 (a) to 
provide that the officer acting as a special 
court-martial shall have the qualJfications 
specified for a law officer in article 26 (a). 

Subsection (1) amends article 26 (b) to 
provide that the law officer may consult with 
the court on the form of the sentence as well 
as on the form of the findings. 

Subsection (j) extends the provisions of 
article 37 to include staff officers serving con
vening authorities and commanding officers. 

Subsection (k) amends article 39 to pro
vide that a law officer may enter a closed 
session of the court to assist in putting the 
sentence in proper form. 

Subsection (1) amends article 41 (b} to 
provide that the one officer special court
martial may only be challenged for cause. 

Subsection (m) amends article 51 to pro
vide that the officer acting as a special court
martial shall determine all questions of law 
and fact arising in the course of the trial, 
and adjudge an appropriate sentence in the 
event of conviction. 

Subsection (n) amends article 51 (b) to 
provide that the law officer shall rule with 
finality on a motion for a finding of not 
guilty. 

Subsection ( o) amends article 52 to make 
the provisions thereof inapplicable to special 
courts-martial consisting of one officer only, 
· Subsection (p) amends article 54 to pro
vide that there shall be a verbatim record 
of trial in each case where the sentence ad
judged requires review of the case by a board 
of review or in which the sentence adjudged 
by a general court-martial is in excess of a. 
sentence that a special court-martial could 
have adjudged, and that such records shall 

be authenticated in accordance with regula
tions prescribed by the President. It amends 
the article also to provide that if a verbatim 
record is not required under this article, the 
accused may purchase such a record under 
regulations which the President may pre-
scribe. · 

Subsection (q) amends article 57 (b) to 
authorize the President to prescribe periods 
during which a sentence to confinement may 
be interrupted. Further, such periods are 
to be excluded in computing the service of 
the term of confinement. 

Subsections (r) and (z) amend articles 65 
(a) and 69 to provide that the record of trial 
of a general court-martial which adjudged 
a sentence not extending to a bad-conduct 
discharge, or not exceeding the sentence that 
could have been adjudged by a special court
martial, shall be transmitted and disposed 
of as the Secretary of the Department may 
prescribe by regulations. Further, article 
69 is amended to provide that The Judge Ad
vocate General in his discretion may refer 
any case reviewed by him to a board of re
view as now provided in article 69, or he 
himself may have the power and may take 
such action in the case as a board of review 
can take under article 66 (c) and (d). He 
need not affirm a finding of guilty or a 
sentence found correct in law and fact. 

Subsections (s) and (u) amend articles 
65 (b) and 66 (b) to provide that cases in
volving a dishonorable or bad-conduct dis
charge or confinement for 1 year or more 
where the accused has pleaded guilty to 
each offense of which he has been found 
guilty and has affirmatively stated that re
view by a board of review is not desired need 
not be reviewed by a board of review. The 
effect of this amendment is to cause such 
cases to be reviewed under article 69. 

Subsection (t) amends article 65 (c) to 
provide that upon the review of summary 
courts-martial and special courts-martial not 
involving a bad-conduct discharge a super
visory authority may, in addition to his 
authority to return the record to the con
vening authority for action, take any action 
on the record that is authorized for the con
vening authority. Further, lawyers of the 
Navy are made eligible to review records of 
trial by summary and special courts-martial. 

Subsection (v) amends article 66 (e) to 
authorize The Judge Advocate General to 
dismiss the charges when the board of re
view so directs or when he finds that the 
rehearing ordered by the board of review is 
impracticable. 

Subsection (w) amends article 67 (b) (3) 
to provide that the Court of Military Appeals 
must consider petitions for grant of review 
only when counsel who represented the ac
cused at trial or before the board of review, 
or appellate defense counsel appointed by 
The Judge Advocate General if the accused 
was not represented by counsel before the 
board, or civilian counsel retained by the 
accused certifies that in his opinion a sub
stantial question of law is presented and that 
the appeal is made in good faith. 

Subsection (x) amends article 67 (c) to 
provide that an accused shall have 15 days, 
from the time he is notified of the decision 
of the board of review, to petition the Court 
of Military Appeals for a grant of review. 
The board of review shall not be deprived of 
jurisdiction over his case until the petition 
or other document is received in the Court 
of Military Appeals. 

Subsection (y) amends article 67 (f) to 
authorize The Judge Advocate General to 
dismiss the charges when the Court of Mili
tary Appeals so directs or when he finds that 
the rehearing ordered by the Court of Mili
tary Appeals is impracticable. 

Subsection ( aa) amends article 71 to pro
vide that all portions of a sentence of a 
court-martial may be ordered executed by 
the convening authority when approved by 



7448 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.=.. SENATE 'J,une 2_ 

him, except that portion of a. sentence in
volving dismissal, dishonorable, or bad-con
duct discharge. No sentence involving death 
or a general or flag officer may be ordered 
into execution until finally approved in ac
cordance with the _Code. Further, no pay 
or allowances shall accrue to a prisoner after 
the date the convening authority approves a 
sentence of death. 

Subsection (bb) amends article 72 (a) to 
provide that a hearing in vacation proceed
ing::: is unnecessary where the sentence of a 
general court-martial, as approved, does not 
extend to a bad-conduct discharge, or does 
not exceed the sentence that could have been 
adjudged by a special court-martial. 

Subsection ( cc) amends article 73 to ex
tend the time within which an accused may 
petition for a new trial to 2 years from the 
date the convening authority approves the 
sentence, and to provide that the court of 
military appeals and the board of review 
may, in addition to determining whether 
a new trial in whole or in part should be 
granted, take appropriate action under article 
66 and article 67, respectively. Further, 
The Judge Advocate General is authorized 
to grant a new trial in whole or in part, or 
to vacate or modify the :findings and sentence 
in whole or in part. 

Subsection (dd) amends article 95 to re
move all distinctions between confinement 
and custody. 

Subsection (ee) inserts an additional puni
tive article similar to the bad-check statutes 
of the District of Columbia (title 22, D. C. 
Code, sec. 1410) and the State of Missouri 
(Revised Statutes of Missouri 561.460, 561.-
470, 561.480). 

Section 2 fixes the effective date of the 
amendments as the first day of the 10th 
month after the date of approval of the 
act. 

S. 2134. A bill to equalize certain retire
ment benefits for members of the uniformed 
services, and for other purposes. 

The letter accompanying Senate bill 
2134 is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
Washington, May 19, 1955. 

Hon. RICHARD M. NixoN, 
President of the Senate. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: There is forwarded 
herewith a draft of legislation, "to equalize 
certain retirement benefits for members of 
the uniformed services, and for other pur
poses," and a sectional analysis thereof. 
The uniformed services are defined in the 
draft of legislation to mean the Army, Navy 
(including Reserve components), Air Force, 
Marine Corps (including Reserve compo
nents), Coast Guard (including Reserve com
ponents), Coast and Geodetic Survey, or 
Public Health Service. 

Thts proposal is a part of the Department 
of Defense legislative program for 1955 and 
the Bureau of the Budget has advised that 
there would be no objection to the presen
tation of this proposal for the consideration 
of the Congress. The Department of the Air 
Force has been designated as the representa
tive of the Department of Defense for this 
legislation. It is recommended that this 
proposal be enacted by the Congress. 

PURPOSE OF THE LEGISLATION 
The purpose of title I of the proposed 

legislation is to authorize on a uniform basis 
retired personnel of the uniformed services 
to be advanced on the retired .lists to the 
highest grade in which satisfactory service 
has been rendered while on extended active 
duty, and to authorize payment of retired 
pay computed on the basis of such grades. 

Under curi:ent law personnel retired for 
physical disability and Reserve component· 
personnel awarded retired pay at age 60 
under title III, Public Law 810, 80th Con-. 
gress, are entitled to retired pay computed 
on the basis of the grade in which serving, 
or on the basis of such higher temporary 

grade in which he may have served _satisfac
torily at any time during his entire period of. 
service. 

In addition to these general-type provi
sions, there are other existing laws of lim
ited application which authorize retirement 
in the highest grade held. The more im
portant of these provisions are as follows: 

(a) Sections 411, 611, and 516 of the 
Career Compensation Act of 1949 authorize 
award of retired or retirement pay in higher 
temporary or permanent grades to members 
of the uniformed services. Sections 411 and 
511 apply only to personnel who were retired 
prior to October 1949. Section 516 is appli
cable only to retired personnel who are re
called to active duty following retirement. 
No authorization, however, is contained in 
those sections for advancement on the re
tired list of officers or enlisted personnel to 
grades corresponding to the rates of pay 
authorized. 

(b) Public Law 305, 79th Congress, au
thorizes the retirement of any officer of the 
Regular Navy or the Regular Marine Corps, or 
the Reserve components thereof, who has 
completed more than 20 years of active serv
ice, a.t least 10 years of which was active com
missioned service, in the highest grade, per
manent or temporary, satisfactorily held. In 
addition, it requires the retirement of any 
officer of the Regular Navy or Marine Corps, 
serving in a rank below that of fleet admiral, 
at age 62 in the highest rank, permanent or 
temporary, held while on active duty. This 
latter provision does not require a determi
nation of satisfactory service. 

( c) Advancement on the retired list to the 
highest temporary grade in which any Army 
or Air Force officer served satisfactorily on 
active duty for 6 months or more during the 
period September 9, 1940, to June 30, 1946, 
is provided for in section 203 (a) of Public 
Law 810, 80th Congress. Advancement on 
the retired list to the higher temporary grade 
in which serving at the time of retirement is 
provided by section 203 (f) of Public Law 
810, 80th Congress, for any Army or Air 
Force officer of the grade major general or 
below who retired between August 7, 1947, 
and January 1, 1957. This latter provision 
is without regard to determination of satis
factory service. 

(d) Section 203 (c) of Public Law 810, 80th 
Congress, amends the act of August 21, 1941, 
to provide for the advancement of an Army 
or Air Force warrant officer on the retired 
list to the highest temporary officer, or war
rant officer grade in which such warrant 
officer served satisfactorily during the period 
September 9, 1940, to June 30, 1946, with re
tired pay based on such higher grade. The 
advancement is effective when the warrant 
officer concerned completes 30 years' service, 
including the sum of his active service and 
service on the retired list. 

(e) With respect to enlisted personnel of 
the Army and Air Force, section 203 ( e) of 
Public Law 810, 80th Congress, provides for 
advancement of the person concerned to the 
highest temporary commissioned, warrant, or 
enlisted grade satisfactorily held by him dur
ing the period September 9, 1940, to June 30, 
1946, with retirement pay based on such 
higher grade. The advancement is effective 
when the person concerned completes 30 
years' service, including the sum of his ac
tive service and service on the retired list. 

(f) Public Law 188, 77th Congress, as 
amended, authorizes placement on the re
tired list of officers, warrant officers, and en
listed personnel of the Navy and Marine 
Corps, and their respective Reserve compo
nents, in the highest rank or grade satis
factorily held while on active duty prior to 
June 30, 1946, under temporary appointm..~nts 
or advancements made pursuant to that act, 

(g) The fifth paragraph of section 5 of the 
act of July 1, 1918 (40 Stat. 717), as amended 
(34 U. S. C. 428) provides authority to order 
retired officers of the Navy and Marine Corps 

to active duty in time of war or emergency, 
and requires their promotion on the retired 
list to the grade or rank, not above lieutenant 
commander or major, which they would have 
attained had they remained on the active 
list. Retention of this authority to order 
retired officers to active duty is obviously 
necessary and desirable. However, the pro
motion requirements of this paragraph are 
based primarily on seniority and do not fully 
accord with the principle of promotion by 
selection. Therefore, the repeal of this para
graph is recommended. The sixth paragraph 
of section 5 of the act of July l, 1918, supra, 
authorizes the temporary advancement on 
the retired list to higher grades· or ranks, not 
above lieutenant commander or major, of re
tired officers of the Navy and Marine Corps 
on active duty, and provides that upon relief 
from active duty, such officers shall revert to 
the grade held on the retired list prior to 
temporary advancement. This provision 
merely sets up an additional promotional 
authority, and does not restrict or in any way 
affect the temporary-promotion law of 1941. 
Its repeal is recommended because it is 
obsolete. 

It is the view of the Department of Defense 
that legislation, applicable to all armed serv
ices, which would authorize advancement of 
personnel on the retired lists to the highest 
grade satisfactorily held at any time during 
a member's career, with entitlement to re
tired pay computed on the basis of that 
grade, is necessary and desirable. The at
tached proposed draft of legislation will ac
complish this objective and at the same time 
provide certain safeguards designed to insure 
against unwarranted or untimely accrual of 
benefits. The limitations contained in the 
proposal are as follows: 

(a) Advancement to any grade is condi
tioned on the individual concerned having 
served in such grade on active duty under an 
order or enlistment not limiting such duty 
to a period of less than 30 days. 

(b) Advancement from enlisted status to 
warrant or commissioned status and from 
warrant officer to commissioned status is de
ferred until completion of 30 years including 
the sum of their active service and service on. 
the retired list or in the Fleet Reserve or Fleet 
Marine Corps Reserve. 

(c) Personnel who are currently receiving
retired pay computed on the basis of those 
pay scales which were in effect prior to 
October l, 1949, and who receive an advance-. 
ment in grade under the proposal will not 
be entitled to receive retired pay computed. 
on the basis of the increased pay scales of 
the Career Compensation Act unless they 
exercise their right Qf election under section 
411 of that act. 

(d) Provision is made to prohibit retro
active accrual of retirement pay. If this 
were not done, a relatively few individuals, 
who have been retired heretofore, and who 
will rec~ive an increase in the rate of their 
retired pay, would be entitled to a consider
able amount of retroactive pay. 

( e) A provision is also included which will 
remove the limiting effects of the fifth and. 
sixth paragraphs of sectJon 5 of the act of 
July 1, 1918, supra, which provides that 
retired officers of the Navy and Marine Corps 
recalled to active duty cannot be promoted 
to a grade or rank above lieutenant com
mander or major. 

The purpose of title II of the proposed leg
islation is to remedy the results of the situ
ation existing prior to August 1, 1953, at 
which time there was no authority for 
Reserve officers of the Army and. Air Force 
who had completed more than 30 years' active 
service to be retired for length of service 
until they had attained age 60, 

Prior to August 1, 1953, the normal retire
ment authority :ror Reserve officers who had 
completed "not less than 20 or more than 
30 years" of active Federal service of which 
at least 10 years was active Federal commis-
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stoned service was · provided in section 202; 
Public Law 810, 80th Congress. The limiting 
language "or more than 30 years" resulted · 
in a situation in which some Reserve officers 
completed in excess of 30 years active service 
prior to completing 10 years active Federal 
commissioned service and accordingly were, 
prior to August 1, 1953, ineligible to retire 
under that section. The only recourse of 
such individuals was to be released from duty 
as a commissioned officer and reenlist, or be 
reappointed as warrant officer, and retire in 
that · status. In such cases the individuals 
concerned were entitled to be advanced on 
the retired list to the highest grade in which 
they had served satisfactorily during the 
period September 15, 1940, to June 30, 1946. 
In many cases this grade was 1 or 2 grades 
lower than the grade in which they could 
have been retired under section 202 of 
Public Law 810. 

This inequity was remedied with respect 
to Reserve officers who retired on and after 
August 1, 1953, by Public Law 126 of the 
83d Congress, which removed the "or more 
than 30" year limitation. 

It is the view of the Department of De
fense that equity requires that those offi
cers who retired prior to August 1, 1953, 
and who were penalized by the fact that 
they had completed more than 30 years' 
active service at time of retirement should 
be given benefits equivalent to those afforded 
officers retired subsequent to August 1, 1953, 
Title II of the enclosed proposed legislation 
would accomplish this objective by providing 
the following: 

(a) Advancement of the individuals con-· 
cerned on the retired list to the grade in 
which they would have been retired, but for 
the fact they had completed more than 30 
years' service, with entitlement to retired 
pay based on that grade, effective from the 
original date of retirement; and 

(b) Authorizing payment of the differ
ence between the amount of the lump-sum 
payment for accrued leave which they ac
tually received, and the amount which they 
would have received had they not been re
quired to revert to enlisted or warrant status 
in order to be retired. 

Section 304 of the proposed legislation 
would amend section 316 (j)° of the Officer 
Personnel Act so as to provide that any 
officer serving in the grade of rear admiral 
or below by virtue of a temporary appoint
ment made under any provision of law, if 
retired while so serving, would be retired 
with the rank of the grade in which serving 
and, if entitled to retired pay, with retired 
-pay based on the active-duty pay to which 
entitled at time of retriement. This pro
vision would be applicable to any officer so 
retired after August 7, 1947. Section 316 (j) 
as presently worded permits officers who 
retire while serving under temporary ap
pointments made under Title III of . the 
Officer Personnel Act to retire with the rank 
held at time of retirement and ·with retired 
pay based on their active-duty pay. The 
proposed amendment would extend this 
benefit to officers who retire while serving 
under temporary appointments made under 
the act of July 24, 1941, as amended, 

LEGISLATIVE REFERENCES 

H. R. 165 and H. R. 2003 are bills which 
have been introduced in the 84th Congress. 
Those bills deal with segments of this pro
posal and the Department of Defense re
spectfully recommends that the Congress 
take no further action on them pending con
sideration of this proposal. 

COST AND BUDGET DATA 

It is estimated that the enactment of this 
proposed legislation would result in an in
creased cost of approximately $2,315,000 for 
the Department of the Army; $138,590 for 
the Department of the Navy; $145,000 . for 
the Department of the Air Force; and $16,000 

for the· Marine Corps, a total increased cost 
of $2,614,590 for fl.seal year 1956. 

Sincerely yours, 
HAROLD E. TALBOT, 

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS OF A BILL To EQUALIZE 
CERTAIN RETIREMENT BENEFITS FOR MEM
BERS OF THE UNIFORMED SERVICES, AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES 

Section 1 gives the short title of the act. 
Section 2 defines "uniformed service." The 

phrase "(including Reserve components)" is 
used with respect to the Navy, Marine Corps, 
and Coast Guard in this section and at other 
places in the bill, as those terms are not 
defined in a statute to include the reserve 
components. However, the terms "Army" 
and "Air Force" are defined in the appropri
ate organization acts to include the reserve 
components, the regular components, and 
those members appointed without specifica
tion of component. 

TITLE I 

Section 101 provides that a commissioned 
officer or former commissioned officer, other 
than a commissioned warrant officer, of a 
uniformed service, heretofore or hereafter 
retired as a commissioned . officer or granted 
retired pay, disability retirement pay, or re
tirement pay of a commissioned officer, is 
entitled to be advanced on the retired list. 
Members of the regular components, mem
bers of the Reserve components, and those 
members appointed without specification of 
component are covered by this legislation. 
The advancement would be to the highest 
permanent or temporary grade in which the 
officer served on active duty while on the 
active list or under a call or order which did 
not specify a period of active duty of less 
than 30 days. The right to advancement 
to the permanent grade is not dependent 
upon a finding that his service was sa tisfac
tory, but the right to advancement to the 
temporary grade is so dependent. 

Section 102 provides for the advancement 
to a higher warrant-officer grade (and pay 
grade) on the retired list of a warrant officer 
or former warrant officer, including a com
missioned warrant officer, who is retired or 
to whom retired pay, disability retirement 
pay, or retirement pay of a warrant officer 
is granted after completing 20 years of active 
Federal service. The right to advancement 
to the permanent grade is not dependent 
upon a finding that his service was satisfac
tory, but the right to advancement to the 
temporary grade is so dependent. 

Section 103 provides that an enlisted mem
ber of the Regular Army or Regular Air Force 
who is retired after completing 20 years of 
active Federal service, and who is trans
ferred to the Army Reserve or the Air Force 
Reserve, is entitled to be advanced to the 
highest permanent or temporary enlisted 
grade in which he served at any time. Serv
ice in the higher grade must have been satis
factory, as determined by the appropdate 
Secretary, and must have been during an 
enlistment or call or order which did not 
specify a period of active duty of less than 
30 days. 

Section 104 provides a similar right of 
advancement for an enlisted member of the 
Regular Na.vy or Regular Marine Corps who is 
transferred to the Fleet Reserve or Fleet 
Marine Corps Reserve after completing 20 
years of active Federal service. 

Section 105 provides that a warrant officer 
or former warrant officer, including a com
missioned warrant officer, or enlisted mem
ber or former enlisted member of a uni• 
formed service, shall, upon his request, be 
advanced on the applicable retired list to 
the highest permanent or temporary com• 
missioned or war.rant grade (and pay grade) 
in which he served on active duty for any 
period, if he has completed 30 years or serv• 
ice, including active service and service while 
on the retired list or while a member of the 

Fleet Reserve or Fleet Marine Corps Reserve. 
However-, he shall be advanced to the high
est temporary commissioned or warrant grade 
( and pay grade) only if he served satis
factorily in that grade, as determined by the 
appropriate Secretary. In either case, the 
member must have served in the higher 
grade under a call or order which did not 
specify a period of active duty of less than 
30 days. 

Section 106 authorizes the member who 
has been advanced in grade or rating under 
this title to draw the retired pay, disability 
retirement pay, retirement pay, or retainer 
pay of the grade or rating to which ad· 
vanced. If the member was entitled· to 
such pay under a law in effect before October 
1, 1949, the pay of the higher grade or rating 
will continue to be paid under that law, un
less, under the Career Compensation Act of 
1949, he is entitled to have it computed un• 
der that act. 

Section 107 provides that title I of this 
act does not deprive any person of a higher 
grade or rating, or of the higher pay, to which 
he is entitled under any other law. This 
would protect the rights of a person granted 
retired pay under other provisions of law, 
such as section 302 of the Army and Air 
Force Vitalization and Retirement Equaliza
tion Act of 1948, who never served on active 
duty in the grade to which he is entitled un
der that act. This section further provides 
that title I does not entitle a person to re
tired . pay, disabi~ity retirement pay, retire
ment pay, or retainer pay unless he is entitled 
thereto under some other law. 

TITLE ll 

Section 201 provides that any person who 
was discharged or released from active duty 
as a commissioned officer of a reserve com
ponent of the Army or the Air Force after 
June 29, 1948 and before August 1, 1953 
after completing more than 30 years' active 
Federal service, at least 10 of which were 
active commissioned service, and who there• 
after served as an enlisted man or warrant 
officer in the Regular Army or Regular Air 
Force prior to being retired, is entitled, at 
his election, to be advanced on the appli
cable retired list to the grade he would have 
been retired in, or advanced to, if he had 
been retired under section 5 of the a<:t of 
July 31, 1935 (49 Stat. 507), as amended 
(10 U. S. C. 971b), at the time of his dis• 
charge or release from active duty as a 
commissioned officer. His advancement 
would be effective as of August 1, 1953, but 
he would be entitled to retired pay from 
the date of his retirement at the rate pre• 
scribed by section 5 of the act of July 31, 
1935 (49 Stat. 507), as amended (10 U. S. C. 
97tb), for the higher grade. This section 
will afford relief for those persons who were 
discharged or released from active duty as 
commissioned officers between the dates in• 
dicated and and who, at that time, were in• 
eligible for retirement under section 5 of the 
act of July 31, 1935, as amended by section 
202 of the Army and Air Force Vitalization 
and Retirement Equalization Act of 1948, 
because they had completed "more than 30 
years' active Federal service." The pro
hibition upon the retirement under that act 
of non-Regular officers having more than 30 
years' active Federal service was removed 
by Public Law 126, 83d Congress, which be• 
came effective August 1, 1953. 

Section 202 provides that the appropriate 
Secretary may pay any person covered by 
this title for leave unused at the time of his 
discharge or release from active duty as a 
co:i;nmissioned officer based upon the pay 
and allowances to which he was entitled at 
the time, less any amount paid to him in 
settlement of unused leave at the time of 
his discharge or release from active duty 
as a commissioned officer and less any 
amount paid to him at the time of his retire .. 
ment for unused leave carried over from his 
period of duty as a commissioned officer. 
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TITLE m 
Section 301 provides that a member of a 

uniformed service who is retired, or who is 
entitled to retired pay, disab111ty retire• 
ment pay, retirement pay, or retainer pay, 
and who is serving on active duty on the 
effective date of this act, is not entitled to 
advancement on the retired list under this 
act until he is released from active duty. 

Section 302. Self-explanatory. 
Section 303 clarifies the authority of the 

Secretary of the Navy to order retired of
ficers or warrant officers on the retired lists 
to active duty during times of war or na
tional emergency declared by the Congress 
or the President. 

Section 304 would amend section 316 (j) 
of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947, as 
amended, so as to authorize officers who re
tire while serving under a temporary ap
pointment made under any provision of law 
to be retired in the temporary grade in 
which serving at time of retirement and if 
entitled to retired pay, with a retired pay 
based on the active duty pay to which en
titled 2,t time of retirement. Section 316 
(j} as presently worded permits officers who 
retire while serving under temporary ap
pointments made under title III of the Of
ficer Personnel Act to retire with the rank 
held at time of retirement and with retired 
pay based on their active duty pay. This 
section would extend this benefit to officers 
who retire while serving under temporary 
appointments made under the act of July 
24, 1941, as amended. 

Section 305: 
Subsection (a) repeals sections 414 and 

504 (d) of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947. 
Subsection (b) repeals the old authority 

of the Secretary of the Navy which has been 
clarified by the amendment set forth in sec
tion 303. 

Section 306 specifies the effective date of 
this act. 

S. 2135. A bill to provide for the suspension 
of certain benefits in the case of members of 
the reserve components of the Army, Navy, 
Air Force, and Marine Corps ordered to ex
tended active duty in time of war or national 
emergency, and for other purposes. 

The letter accompanying Senate bill 
2135 is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., May 18, 1955. 

Hon. RICHARD M. NIXON, 
President of the Senate. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: There are forwarded 
herewith a draft of legislation and sectional 
analysis, "To provide for the suspension of 
certain benefits in the case of members of 
the reserve components of the Army, Navy, 
Air Force, and Marine Corps ordered to ex
tended active duty in time of war or national 
emergency, and for other purposes." 

This proposal is a part of the Department 
of Defense legislative program for 1955 and 
the Bureau of the Budget has advised that 
there would be no objection to the presen
tation of this proposal for the consideration 
of the Congress. It is recommended that 
this proposal be enacted. 

PURPOSE OF THE LEGISLATION 
The purpose of this proposed legislation is 

twofold. First, it is to provide permanent 
authority for members of the reserve com
ponents who are drawing retirement, dis• 
ab111ty compensation., or retired pay by vir
tue of prior military service, to waive such 
pay in order to receive active duty, active 
duty for training, and training pay as re
servists. The existing authority for such 
waivers, contained in the act of September 
27, 1950 (ch. 1053, 64 Stat. 1067), will expire 
on September 27, 1955 (10 U. S. C. 369 (b) 
note). That act permits members of reserve 
components to elect, with reference to periods 
of active duty, active duty for training, drill, 
training, instruction, or other duty for which 

they may be entitled to receive compensa
tion, to receive either (1) the compensation 
for such duty, including travel or other ex
penses incident thereto when authorized, 
and subsistence and quarters, or commuta
tion thereof, or (2) the pension, retirement 
pay, disability allowance, disabillty compen
sation, or retired pay. Second, the proposed 
legislation would suspend the pension, re
tainer pay, disability allowance, disability 
compensation, or retired pay of members of 
the reserve components of the Army, Navy, 
Marine Corps, and Air Force who are ordered 
to extended active duty in excess of 30 days 
in time of war or national emergency and 
who are found physically qualified to per
form active duty, and would authorize the 
payment, in lieu thereof, of the pay and al
lowances provided by law for active military 
or naval service. 

The Reserve components now have many 
members who have minor disabilities which 
were incurred in prior service and for which 
they are drawing disability benefits. In 
time of critical need for trained manpower, 
their disabilities are not of such magnitude 
as to prevent useful duty with the Armed 
Forces. This program has worked well and 
been of .such value during the period of 
temporary legislation, that enactment into a. 
permanent law to provide continuing au
thority for personnel with minor disabilities 
to serve in all of the Reserve components is 
essential to the full utilization of trained 
Reserve personnel. 

Some reservists receiving disab111ty com
pensation from the Veterans Administration, 
who were ordered to extended active duty 
and found physically qualified to perform 
that duty declined to waive their disability 
compensation in favor of active duty pay 
and allowances. When the reservist refuses 
to waive his disability compensation he may 
not receive active duty pay for his services 
and no expenses for or incident to travel, sub
sistence, quarters, or commutation thereof, 
may be incurred on his behalf. This action 
on the part of those reservists greatly limited 
their availability for service and has caused, 
in some instances, financial hardships for 
themselves and their families. Enactment 
of the proposed legislation would suspend 
rather than waive the disability compensa
tion of the reservist while he is on extended 
active duty in time of war or national emer
gency. Upon termination of active duty the 
compensation or other benefit would be re
sumed and paid as provided by 1a:w. 

COST AND BUDGET DATA 

The enactment of this proposal will cause 
no increase in the budgetary requirements 
for the Department of Defense. 

Sincerely yours, 
ROBERT T. STEVENS, 

Secretary of the Army. 

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS OF A BILL To PROVIDE 
FOR THE SUSPENSION OF CERTAIN BENEFITS 
IN THE CASE OF MEMBERS OF THE RESERVE 
COMPONENTS OF THE ARMY, NAVY, AIR 
FORCE, AND MARINE CORPS ORDERED TO EX
TENDED ACTIVE DUTY IN TIME OF WAR OR 
NATIONAL EMERGENCY, AND FOR OTHER 
PURPOSES 
Section 1 : This section provides that en

titlement to receive a pension, retainer pay, 
disability compensation, or retired pay shall 
be suspended in the case of Naval and Ma
rine Corps reservists who are ordered to ex
tended active duty in excess of 30 days in 
time of war or national emergency and such 
reservists shall receive the prescribed pay and 
allowances for active duty unless the dis
ability compensation, retainer pay, or retired 

. pay is greater than the prescribed pay and 
allowances for active duty. 

Section 2: This section provides that en
titlement to receive a pension, retirement 
pay, disability allowance, disability com
pensation, or retired pay shall be suspended 

1n the case of Army or Air Force . reservists 
who are ordered to extended active duty in 
excess of 30 days 1n time of war or national 
emergency and such reservist shall receive 
the prescribed pay and allowances for active 
duty unless the disability compensation, re
tirement pay, or retainer pay is greater tha,n 
the prescribed pay and allowances for active 
duty. 

Section 3 : This section amends section 3 
of the act of September 27, 1950, by making 
the act permanent law. 

Section 4: This section provides for the 
deletion of the term "disability allowance" 
wherever that term appears in the basic act. 

S. 2136. A bill to amend section 303 of the 
Career Compensation Act of 1949, to author
ize travel and transportation allowances, and 
transportation of dependents and of bag
gage and household effects to the homes of 
their selection for certain members of the 
uniformed services, and for other purposes. 

The letter accompanying Senate bill 
2136 is, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., May 18, 1955. 

Hon. RICHARD M. NIXON, 
President of the Senate. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: There ls forwarded 
herewith a draft of legislation, "To amend 
section 303 of the Career Compensation Act 
of 1949, to authorize travel and transporta
tion allowances, and transportation of de
pendents and of baggage and household 
effects to the homes of their selection for 
certain members of the uniformed services, 
and for other purposes." 

This proposal'is a part of the Department 
of Defense legislative program for 1955 and 
the Bureau of the Budget has advised that 
there would be no objection to the presenta
tion of this proposal for the consideration 
of the Congress. It is recommended that 
this proposal be enacted. 

PURPOSE OF THE LEGISLATION 
The purpose of the proposed legislation is 

to provide authority for the payment of 
travel and transportation allowances to all 
members of the uniformed services who are 
retired for physical disability or placed on 
the temporary disability retired list; or are 
retired for any other reason, or are discharged 
with severance pay, after serving at least 8 
.years continuous active duty, to homes of 
selection in accordance with uniform ad
ministrative regulations, by amending sec
tions 303 (a) and 303 (c) of the Career Com
pensation Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 813, 814; 37 
U. S. C. 253). The authority for travel and 
transportation allowances including trans
portation of dependents and movement of 
household goods at Government expense for 
members of the Regular services to homes of 
selection was contained in administrative 
regulations and was recognized by the Comp• 
ttoller General of the United States as legally 
sufficient. Those regulations were based 
principally on the decision of the Comp
troller General (4 Comp. Gen. 954; 30 id. 169) 
that a member of the Regular service was 
regarded as not having a home during the 
period of his service and therefore was au
thorized to select a home to which he may 
perform travel thereto within a reasonable 
time after retirement. One year after retire
ment was considered as reasonable and thus 
the 1-year rule was established. 

After the enactment of the Career Com
pensation Act of 1949, it was considered 
proper under the broad terms of section 
303 (a) of that act to authorize travel and 
transportation allowances to Reserve mem
bers in the same manner as had previously 
been authorized for members of the Regular 
services since a high percentage of members 
of the reserve components retire after many 
years of service and who, like members of the 
Regular services, have long since ceased to 
have homes to which to return upon retire-
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ment even though technically the records 
show that the homes were designated upon 
entry on active duty. Also ·1t frequently 
happens that Reserve members retired for 
disability cannot, without detriment to 
health, live at the places listed as their 
homes of record. Consequently, in the Joint 
'Travel Regulations, effective April 1, 1951, 
there was provided authority to select a 
'home. These regulations were authorized to 
be issued under section 303 (h) of the Career 
Compensation Act of 1949. It was believed 
at the time of the promulgation of these 
regulations that section 303 (a) provided 
ample authority therefor since that section 
authorized regulations to be prescribed by 
the Secretaries concerned, without limita
tion in this respect, for the travel and trans
portation expenses of all members of the 
uniformed services upon separation from the 
service, placement on the temporary dis
ability retired 11st, releases from active duty, 
or retirement, from the last duty station to 
home, or place from which ordered to active 
duty, and in addition authorized the respec
tive Secretaries concerned to prescribe "the 
conditions under which travel and transpor
tation allowances shall be authorized." 

However, the Comptroller General of the 
. United States in decisions (B-116568, Sep
· tember 21, 1953; B- 116568, March 10, 1954; 
and B-117430, March 19, 1954) held that 
section 303 (a) of the Career Compensation 

-Act of 1949 did not contain authority for 
promulgation of regulations which would 
authorize travel and transportation allow
ances for members of the reserve compo
nents to their homes selected upon retire
ment. These decisions stated that entitle-

. ment for such allowances for a Regular mem
ber appeared to have no application in the 
case of a reservist who had a home from 
which he was ordered to active duty and to 
which he may be expected to return upon 
release from active duty, whether by retire
ment or otherwise. The effect of these de
cisi0ns, depriving members of the reserve 
components of the services of the right to 
select their homes on retirement in the same 
manner as members of the Regular services, 
works a distinct hardship on them and is 
highly discriminatory, especially as to those 
with many years of active service. The pro-

. . posed legislation is designed to correct this 
inequity by providing affirmative authority 
for travel and transportation allowances in
cluding transportation for dependents and 
movement of household effects at Govern
ment expense for members of the uniformed 
services who are retired for physical dis
ability or placed on the temporary disability 
retired list; or are retired for any other rea
son, or are discharged with severance pay, 
immediately-following at least 8 years of con
tinuous active duty, to homes of selection in 
accordance with uniform administrative 
regulations. 

The proposed legislation also would vali
date payments in the accounts of disburs
ing officers made to or on behalf of members 
of such Reserve components for travel and 
transportation allowances to home of selec
t ion since April 1, 1951, the effective date of 
the Joint Travel Regulations, by amending 
sections 303 (a) and 303 ( c) of the Career 
Compensation Act of 1949 to make them 
retroactive to April 1, 1951, 

COST AND BUDGET DATA 

Enactment of this proposal would result 
in no increase in the budgetary requirements 
of the Department of Defense. 

Sincerely yours, 
RoBERT T. STEVENS, 

Secretary of the Army. 

S. 2137. A bill to authorize the appoint
ment of an Assistant Chaplain at the United 
States Military Academy and to fix the com
pensation of the Chaplain and Assistant 
Chaplain thereof, 

· The letter accompanying Senate bill 
2137 is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., May 11, 1955. 

-Hon. RICHARD M. NxxoN, 
President of the Senate. 

DEAR Ma. PREsmENT: There ls forwarded 
herewith a draft of legislation, "To authorize 
the appointment of an assistant chaplain 
at the United States Military Academy and 
to fix the compensation of the chaplain and 
assistant chaplain thereof." 

This proposal is part of the Department of 
Defense legislative progra.m for 1955 and the 
.Bureau of the Budget has advised that there 
would be no objection to the presentation of 
.this proposal for the consideration of Con
gress. The Department of the Army has been 
designated as the representative of the De
partment of Defense for this legislation. It 
is recommended that this proposal be en
acted by the Congress. 

PURPOSE OF 'THE LEGISLATION 

The purpose of this proposed legislation is 
to authorize the appointment by the Secre
tary of the Army of an assistant chaplain 
at the United States Military Academy and 
to provide that the chaplain and the assist
ant chaplain shall, while so serving, be com
pensated in accordance with the Classifica
tion Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 954), as amended 
(65 Stat. 612), and the chaplain shall be en
titled, while so serving, to receive the same 
basic allowance for quarters as is now or may 
hereafter be provided by law for a major, 

· United States Army, and the assistant chap
lain shall be entitled, while so serving, to 
receive the same basic allowance for quarters 
as is now or may be hereafter provided by 
law for a captain, United States Army. 

The proposed legislation will authorize the 
appointment of a chaplain and assistant 
Chaplain at the United States Military Acad
emy by the Secretary of the Army without 
regard to the civil service laws for a term of 
4 years, and such chaplain and assistant 
chaplain shall be eligible for reappointment. 

. The appointment of an assistant chaplain 
is believed necessary in view of the increase 
in the size of the cadet corps since 1896 and 
the attendant increase in the duties of the 
chaplain at the Military Academy . 

While the present law provides that the 
. duties of chaplain at the Military Academy 

be performed by a clergyman to be appointed 
by the President it is believed that the ap
pointment of the chaplain and assistant 
chaplain by the Secretary of the Army seems 
more appropriate and is in line with efforts 
to limit Presidential functions to instances 
where compelling reasons support action by 
the President rather than subordinate offi
cials. 

Further, it is believed that the proposed 
basis for the salaries of the chaplain and 
assistant chaplain will not only afford flexi
bility but will also permit the Army, under 
standards approved by the Civil Service Com
mission, to relate their salaries to their du
ties and responsibilities. On this basis, it 
may be noted that the salaries of chaplains 
at Veterans' Administration hospitals have 
been fixed within the range of GS-14 (en
trance rate, $9,600) to GS-11 (entrance rate, 
$5,940), 
- The salary of the chaplain, United States 

Military Academy, is fixed by statute (act 
of February 18, 1896 (29 Stat. 8), as amended 
(10 u. s. c. 1137), at $4,000 per annum, with 
the incumbent being entitled to the same 

· allowances with respect to public quarters, 
fuel, and light as those allowed a captain, 
It is further provided, by the same statute, 

· that while serving under any reappointment, 
the chaplain shall receive $5,000 per annum 
and shall be entitled to the same allow
ances. Under the provisions of several Fed
eral employees pay acts, the salary of the 

· chaplain has been increased in 1945 to $4,520 

per annum; In 1946 to $5,152.80 per annum; 
1n 1948 to $5,482.80 per annum, which is his 
present salary. 

The salary of $5,482.80 per annum, cur
rently being received by the chaplain, is 
not, however, his effective salary, as com
pared with the salaries of other clergymen. 
It is standard practice of his church for 
parishes to assume responsibility for pay
ment of assessments to the church pension 
fund. Such practice is not feasible at the 
United States Military Academy where the 
chaplain must pay this assessment from his 
personal funds. This assessment was raised 
50 percent on January 1, 1950, and now 
amounts to $959.25 per annum. Since a 
rectory and upkeep thereof are generally 
furnished civilian ministers, the actual sal
ary of the chaplain, United States Military 
Academy, compares with a clergyman's sal
ary in civilian life of approximately $4,500. 
In addition, civil-service retirement deduc
tions are withheld from his pay, in accord
ance with pertinent law, in the amount of 
$329.16 per annum. While it is returnable 
with interest if he serves less than 20 years, 
this further reduces by that amount his cur
rent effective salary. 

The chaplains, United States Military 
Academy, of the past have almost, without 
exception, gone on to become nationally 
known figures, most of them having become 
bishops, deans, or rectors of large metropoli
tan churches. It is essential that this high 
standard be maintained at the United States 
Military Academy. The required chapel at
tendance and the abrupt change from civil
ian life to the military requires a chaplain 
of the very highest order as a link between 
the civilian life and the military. He must 
be a man who can deliver sermons which 
are inspirational to the cadets and in har
mony with the inspiring atmosphere of the 
cadet chapel. He must be a man who under
stands young men and can develop in ca
dets, during their formative years at West 
Point, character and the personal attributes 
so essential to an officer in a lifelong career 
in the Armed Forces. In other words, he 
must be a man of the proper qualifications 
and, therefore, the remuneration offered 
must be ample to obtain a man of such 
qualifications. It is not believed that the 
Military Academy can continue to attract 
outstanding clergymen if the remuneration 
falls below that received by chaplains in 
larger universities and ministers of larger 
city parishes. 

In 1947, when the authorities at West 
Point were engaged in seeking a chaplain, 
many of the candidates whose names were 
submitted by the various major denomina
tions withdrew their names from consid
eration when they learned the amount of 
the salary. Clergymen, particularly those 
with fami11es, who are well established at 
churches of the caliber from which the chap
lain of the United States Military Academy 

· should be selected, cannot afford to uproot 
themselves and give up higher salaries and 
perquisites. The present effective pay of 
the chaplain is well below that of the upper 
20 percent of the ministers of his faith, over 
1,100 of whom receive remuneration greater 
than the take-home pay of the chaplain, 
United States Military Academy. The chap
lains of 3 of the larger eastern univer
sities receive salaries of $10,000; $10,000 with 
living quarters; and $6,500 with living quar
ters. 

This legislative proposal is not intended 
to include the Air Force Academy. 

LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE 

This proposal was submitted to the 83d 
Congress by the Department of the Army on 
June 25, 1954, as a · part of the Department 
of Defense legislative program for 1954. It 
was introduction as H. R. 9698 but no further 
action was taken thereon. 
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COST AND BUDGET DAT:A. 

The enactment of this proposed Iegisla .. 
tion would result in an annual increased 
cost to the Department of Defense of ap
proximately $7,500, which can be absorbed 
from existing appropriations. 

Sincerely yours, 
ROBERT T. STEVENS, 
Secretary of the Army. 

INTERSTATE COMPACTS RELATING 
TO MUTUAL MILITARY AID IN AN 
EMERGENCY 
Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, on be

half of myself, my colleague, the senior 
Senator from New York [Mr. IVES], the 
Senators from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH 
and Mr. CASE], the Senators from Con
necticut [Mr. PURTELL and Mr. BUSH], 
and the Senators from Massachusetts 
[Mr. SALTONSTALL and Mr. KENNEDY], I 
introduce for appropriate reference a 
bill to amend Public Law 435, relating to 
compacts between certain States for mu
tual military aid in the event of an emer
gency. 

An identical bill is being introduced to
day in the House by Representative CEL
LER, of New York, chairman of the House 
Judiciary Committee. 

Public Law 435 gave approval to a 
compact between New York and New 
Jersey entered into in 1950, and entitled 
"An interstate compact for mutual mili
tary aid in an emergency.'' It provided 
for cooperation between the signatory 
States in the use of military and police 
forces available to such States in the 
event of an attack, insurrection, sabo
tage, and so forth. Section 2, of Public 
Law 435, provided that other States con
tiguous to the two original contracting 
States, could adhere to the compact 
without further approval by Congress. 
Subsequently, Pennsylvania did so ad
here to this compact. 

The question subsequently arose 
whether States having a common border 
with one of the signatories of this com
pact, but not with the others, could ad
here to this same compact. This ques
tion arose when Connecticut indicated 
a desire to adhere to the compact. Con
necticut has, of course, a common border 
with New York, but not with New Jersey 
and Pennsylvania. In any event, both 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania objected 
to the adherence of Connecticut to the 
compact, and New York State entered 
into a separate compact with Connecti
cut, identical in terms with that author
ized under Public Law 435. Consent 
must now be sought from Congress for 
this new compact. 

The amendment proPosed by the bill 
being introduced today would add a new 
subsection to Public Law 435, authoriz
ing additional compacts to be entered 
into, identical in terms with that ap
proved by Public Law 435, by States con .. 
tiguous to either New York or New Jer
sey, with New York and/or New Jersey. 
Such compacts would be binding only on 
the States entering into them, and not 
on any other States. These new com
pacts could only be entered into among 
States which have common borders with 
New York or New Jersey, but either of 
these two States could adhere to any 

such new compact, regardless of con-
tiguity. . 

Thus, the proposed legislation would 
authorize and give consent to the recent 
compact entered into between New York 
and Connecticut, and would permit Mas: 
sachusetts to adhere to this compact, if 
any or all of these States so desired. 

This amendment would also make it 
possible, without further submission to 
Congress, for New Jersey to enter into an 
identical, but separate, compact with 
Delaware, which Pennsylvania could 
join, if either or both of these States so 
desired. 

I am introducing this bill on the sug
gestion, and at the request of the officials 
of New York State-specifically, of the 
judge advocate general of the New York 
National Guard and State judge advo
cate, Col. Charles G. Stevenson. This 
proposal has the approval of the office of 
the Governor of New York. 

The bill I am introducing was drafted 
by Colonel Stevenson and the counsel to 
the House Judiciary Committee, in con
sultation with Representative CELLER 
and .myself. 

Mr. President, I have a letter from the 
Governor of New Jersey, in reply to a 
letter I addressed to him commenting 
on this proposal. I aslc unanimous con
sent that the bill and letter, together 
with a joint statement by me and Repre
sentative CELLER, to be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
bill will be received and appropriately 
referred; and, without objection, the bill, 
letter, and joint statement will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The bill (S. 2142) to amend the act 
of July 1, 1952, so as to obtain the con
sent of Congress to interstate compacts 
relating to mutual military aid in an 
emergency, introduced by Mr. LEHMAN 
(for himself and other Senators), was 
received, read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a new subsection 
(b) be added to section 2 of Public Law 435, 
reading as follows: 

"(b) Without submission, the Congress 
consents to the entering into a compact 
identical in terms with the compact set 
forth in section 1 of this act, between the 
State of New York or the State of New Jersey, 
or both, and any State or contiguous States 
sharing a common boundary with either 
New York or New Jersey." 

And that the present terms of section 2 
be renumbered as subsection (a) of that 
section. 

The letter and joint statement, pre
sented by Mr. LEHMAN, are as follows: 

STATE OF NEW JERSEY, 
Trenton, May 19, 1955. 

Hon. HERBERT H. LEHMAN. 
United States Senate, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR LEHMAN: I have your letter 

of May 16, 1955, with respect to the proposed 
amendment of Public Law 435, 82d Congress. 

I regret the delay in replying to earlier 
communications which reached me through 
Senator CASE. Upon receipt of Senator 
CASE'S first letter I sought the reaction of 
my staff. Some concern was then felt as 
to whether the proposed amendment, in its 
original form, would have resulted in con
tractual obligation on the part of the State 

of New Jersey with such other States as 
might e;nter in,to an agreement with the 
State of New York. · It seems to me that 
the problem which disturbed us has ·been 
eliminated ]:>y the redraft of the proposed 
amendment under which a new subsection 
(b) is added to section 2 of the statute and 
under which I think it clear that no obliga
tion could be imposed upon the State of New 
Jersey by virtue of any compact made be
tween or among other States. I accordingly 
have informed Senator CASE that I see no 
objection to his sponsorship of the amend
ment. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT B. MEYNER, 

Governor. 

JOINT STATEMENTS BY SENATOR LEHMAN AND 
REPRESENTATIVE CELLER 

MUTUAL MILITARY AID COMPACTS FOR NEW 
YORK, NEW JERSEY, AND ADJOINING STATES 
Eight Members of the Senate headed by 

Senator LEHMAN, and Congressman CELLER in 
the House, have simultaneously introduced 
bills granting the consent of Congress to 
permit the States of New York and New 
Jersey, and States sharing a common border 
with either of them, to enter into mutual 
military aid compacts. In the Senate, Sen
ator LEHMAN was joined by Senator IVES of 
New York, Senators -SMITH and CASE of New 
Jersey, Senators PURTELL and BusH of Con
necticut, and Senators SALTONSTALL and 
KENNEDY of Massachusetts. 

The proposed legislation, which ts an 
amendment to Public Law 435 of the 82d 
Congress, will permit the States adjoining 
New York and New Jersey to enter into 
compacts to: 

1. Provide mutual military aid in cases 
of emergency; and 

2. Allow fresh pursuit, across State borders, 
of enemies, saboteurs, or other dangerous 
persons. 

At the time Public Law 435 was being con
sidered, the Congress was of the opinion that 
such mutual military aid compacts should 
not be extended without limitation, and 
therefore restricted its consent to the above
mentioned States. The question subse
quently arose, however, whether States hav
ing a common border with one of the 
signatories of the compact, but not with the 
others, could adhere to this same compact 
without the consent of all the participating 
States. This problem presented itself when 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania declined to 
join in an agreement permitting Connecticut 
to become a party to the original compact, 
even though it share a common boundary 
with the State of New York. In view of 
this objection, it became necessary for New 
York to enter into a separate compact with 
Connecticut. Consent must now be sought 
from Congress for this new compact. 

The present bill wlll amend Public Law 
435 by adding a new subsection to permit 
identical compacts between other States in 
this area of the country, without the neces
sity of obtaining ( 1) prior congressional 
consent, or (2) the consent of the signatories 
to the original compact. Such compacts 
would bind only the States entering into 
them and not any other States. 

This legislation is being introduced on 
the suggestion, and at the request of, the 
Office of the Governor of the State of New 
York. 

GRANTS TO STATES TO PROVIDE 
VACCINATION AGAINST POLIO• 
MYELITIS TO ALL CHILDREN 
Mr. Hll.L. Mr. President, the Senate 

Committee on Labor and-Public Welfare 
has the responsibility of passing upon 
proposed legislation concerning the Salle 
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polio vaccine. Thus far, the proposals 
which have received the most attention 
have been designed either to assure the 
availability of the vaccine to children 
who cannot afford to pay or to provide 
controls, either mandatory or discre
tionary, over distribution and use of the 
vaccine. 

The Democratic Members of the com
mittee regard the President's proposal as 
gravely defective. That proposal has as 
its purpose the provision of vaccine for 
those children whose parents are found 
unable to pay. The amount of money 
the President asks for would provide 
vaccine for only approximately 11 mil
lion out of the 51 million children in the 
country who should be inoculated as 
rapidly as the vaccine becomes available. 
This necessarily would result in lining up 
many of the children of America in their 
schools and dividing them publicly be
tween objects of charity and those whose 
parents can afford to pay for the vaccine. 
We do not believe that a boon to all hu
manity should be converted into an in
strumentality of humiliation of multi
tudes of American children. 

Consequently, it is our intention to 
approve legislation which will, without a 
means test, make the Salk vaccine avail
able to every American child. This 
measure will make it possible for any 
community to secure free vaccine, paid 
for by the Federal Government, for all 
its children within approved age groups 
so long as it gives reasonable assurances 
that free vaccinations will be available to 
all children in such age groups whose 
parents desire the free vaccination. In 
communities making these assurances, 
free vaccine will also be available to 
family doctors for administration to 
their private patients within the priority 
age group. 

Payment for the vaccine by the Fed
eral Government provides a means of 
assuring its fair and just distribution 
and use and renders proposals calling 
for other means of control over such 
distribution and use less immediately 
necessary. 

We are introducing a bill to provide 
this legislation. 

The statement I have read is signed 
by all the Democratic members of the 
Committee on Labor and Public Wel
fare: Senators HILL, MURRAY, NEELY, 
DOUGLAS, LEHMAN, KENNEDY, and Mc
NAMARA. 

Mr. President, out of order, I intro
duce the bill for appropriate reference, 
and, as chairman of the Committee on 
Labor and Public Welfare, I announce at 
this time that I am calling a meeting 
of the committee at 10 o'clock on next 
Monday morning, to consider the bill and 
the President's proposal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
bill will be received and appropriately 
referred. 

The bill (8. 2147) to authorize grants 
to States for the purpose of assisting 
States to provide all children an equal 
opportunity for vaccination against po .. 
liomyelitis, and for other purposes, in
troduced by Mr. HILL (for himself and 
other Senators>, was received, read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Commit
tee on Labor and Public Welfare. 

HOUSING ACT OF 1955-
AMENDMENT 

Mr. MONRONEY (for himself and Mr. 
KERR) submitted an amendment, in
tended to be proposed by them, jointly, 
to the bill (S. 2126) to extend and clarify 
laws relating to the provision and im
provement of housing, the elimination 
and prevention of slums, the conserva
tion and development of urban commu
nities, the financing of vitally needed 
public works, and for other purposes, 
which was ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REFUGEE RELIEF 
ACT OF 1953-ADDITIONAL CO
SPONSORS OF BILL 
Pursuant to the order of the Senate of 

May 31, 1955, 
The names of the following Senators 

were added as cosponsors of the bill 
(S. 2113) to amend the Refugee Relief 
Act of 1953, as amended, introduced by 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. WATKINS] 
on May 31, 1955: the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH], the junior Senator 
from Utah [Mr. BENNETT], the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. PAYNE], the Senators 
from Connecticut [Mr. PURTELL and Mr. 
BusH], the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
BEALL], the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
FLANDERS], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
BENDER], the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. THYE], the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. ALLOTT], and the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. CARLSON]. 

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTI
CLES, ETC., PRINTED IN THE 
RECORD 
On request, and by unanimous consent, 

addresses, editorials, articles, etc., were 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

By Mr. WILEY: 
Address delivered by him at a Memorial 

Day gathering in West Allis, Wis. 
Address delivered by Senator SMITH of 

Maine before the National Womens Press 
Club of Washington, D. C., on April 21, 1955. 

Address delivered by Senator SMITH of 
Maine at Overseas Press Club annual awards 
dinner, in New York City, on April 19, 1955, 

By Mr. BRICKER: 
Address entitled "TOday's Problems Can Be 

Tomorrow's Accomplishments," delivered by 
George C. Mcconnaughey, Chairman, Fed
eral Communications Commission, at the 
annual convention of the National Associa
tion of Radio and Television Broadcasters, 
Washington, D. C., May 24, 1955. 

NOTICE OF HEARING ON CERTAIN 
NOMINATIONS BEFORE COMMIT
TEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, on be

half of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
I desire to give notice that a public hear
ing has been scheduled for Thursday, 
June 9, 1955, at 9 a. m., in room 424, 
Senate Office Building, upon the follow
ing nominations: 

J. Edward Lumbard, of New York, to 
be United States circuit judge, second 
circuit, -vice John Marshall Harlan, ele
vated to Supreme Court; 

Sterry R. Waterman, of Vermont, to 
be United States circuit judge, second 

circuit, vice Harrie B. Chase, retired, and 
Kenneth P. Grubb, of Wisconsin, to be 

United States district judge, eastern dis
trict of Wisconsin, to fill a new position. 

At the indicated time and place all 
persons interested in the above nomina
tions may make such representations as 
may be pertinent. The subcommittee 
consists of myself, chairman, the Sena
tor from Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER], and 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. WELKER]. 

THE POLIO VACCINE PROGRAM
EDITORIAL FROM THE WASHING
TON POST P..ND TIMES HERALD 
Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to have printed in 
the body of the RECORD an editorial, ap
pearing this morning in the Washington 
Post and Times Herald on the polio vac
cine situation. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

BELATED CAUTION 
The detailed statement about the polio 

vaccine situation which President Eisen
hower made at this news conference on 
Tuesday would have been admirable had it 
been issued 6 weeks ago. It explained the 
need to make haste slowly in the distribution 
of a vaccine which had never before been 
manufactured on a large scale. And it set 
forth a clear program of priorities for vacci
nation while the vaccine remains in short 
supply-the same program that was recom
mended by Secretary Hobby and approved 
by the President 2 weeks ago. There is 
nothing in the present situation which could 
not, and should not, have been foreseen. 

"Remember," said Mr. Eisenhower in ex
plaining the delay in the vaccination pro
gram, "we are dealing in this field with the 
lives of our children and our grandchildren." 
It is something that should never have been 
forgotten. It now seems all too evident, 
however, that the mass immunization pro
gram was undertaken before the scientists 
knew all that they needed to know about 
the way viruses behave in large-scale manu
facture and about the precautions that 
should be taken in making vaccine. It 
would have been better to wait until science 
developed the testing techniques which the 
President says have now been perfected. 

The blame for this unhappy haste falls on 
a great many shoulders. The press was cer
tainly guilty of overdramatizing the polio 
menace and of inflating the Salk discovery 
beyond its actual significance. The National 
Foundation for Infantile Paralysis and the 
National Institutes of Health were guilty of 
yielding to popular impatience by releasing 
the vaccine before there was adequate knowl
edge of the problems involved in producing 
it commercially. The Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare was guilty of let
ting distribution of the vaccine commence 
without any plan for giving it first to those 
most in need of it; the Department's in
credible procrastination and indecision cre
ated nationwide confusion and anxiety. 

So far as distribution goes, there are still 
serious ambiguities in the President's state
ment. Some States, he says, may provide 
free vaccination for all children, while other 
States may provide it only for children whose 
parents are unable to pay. Some may fur
nish free vaccine to schools and clinics, while 
others may furnish it to private physicians. 
The President has asked Congress to enact 
legislation making $28 million available to 
the States for the purchase ·of vaccine to 
assure that no child is denied it by reason 
of its cost. But he has fixed no standard 
for eligibility for free vaccine and made no 
provision for free inoculation; different 
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States may have entirely different ideas as 
to what constitutes inability to pay. The 
lesson of experience is that ambiguity is 
the mother of confusion. If Congress ap
propriates the requested $28 m111ion, it will 
no doubt want to provide appropriate criteria 
for the use of the money? 

CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS AND 
THE NEED FOR AMENDMENT OF 
THE CORRUPT PRACTICES ACT 
Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to have printed in 
the body of the RECORD an editorial, 
which. appeared this morning in the 
Washington Post and Times Herald on 
the subject of campaign contributions 
and the need for amending the Corrupt 
Practices Act in respect thereto. I also 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the body of the RECORD a speech, deliv
ered yesterday by Mr. Philip Graham, 
publisher of the Washington Post and 
Times Herald, on the general subject of 
the needed reforms in respect to cam
paign donations. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
and address were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows:· 
[From the Washlngton Post. and Times 

Herald of June 2, 1955] 
How To FINANCE CAMP~IGNS 

About 67 percent of the people, according 
to a recent Gallup poll, agree with Senator 
HENNINGS that the laws on campaign spend
ing should be tightened. A large majority 
of those expressing an opinion believe, quite 
rightly, that the present limits on campaign 
expenditures . are broadly ignored. They 
want a law that will be respected. What 
many do not realize is that the present re
strictions can never win respect, for the rea
son that campaigns in the 1950's cannot be 
conducted for the small sums allowed. Even 
the most economical campaigns cost many 
times the $3 million allowed for national 
committees, the $10,000 to $25,000 allowed 
senatorial candidates, and the $2,500 to $5,-
000 allowed congressional candidates. 

One of the major purposes of Senator 
HENNINGS' bill before a Senate Rules Sub
committee is to boost these obsolete limita
tions. He would allow national committees 
to spend up to $12 million, senat.9rial candi~ 
dates up to $50,000 or 10 cents per vote cast 
in the last election, and candidates for the 
House up to $12,500 or 10 cents a vote. 
Even these new limits, however, are far out 
of line with what many candidates and 
political committees have found to be nec
essary to get the issues adequately before the 
people. In a large State an active candidate 
using radio, television, and air travel is al
most certain to spend $250,000 or more. 
Some estimates place the cost of the 1952 
presidential campaigns as high .as $100 mil
lion. These vast expenditures are an em
phatic argument for practical steps to 
shorten campaign periods along with other 
efforts to reduce political costs. Realism 
compels the acknowledgment, however, that 
such reforms will take some time to accom
plish on a meaningful scale. 

Meanwhile a great deal could be done, in 
our opinion, by shifting the focus from the 
price tag alone to the source of campaign 
funds. Effective p.emocratic contests require 
liberal use of television, radio, printing, tele
phone, and similar facilities to inform the 
people. There is no evil in the use of 
money for these purposes, unless the effect 
is to leave the winning candidate under 
questionable obligations. The frightening 
thing, as pointed out by Philip L. Graham, 
the publisher of this newspaper, in a speech 
at the University of Chicago l~st night, is 

that so much of the financial support for 
political candidates comes from the · under
world, special interest groups, and people 
expecting to be rewarded by publi~ positions. 
At present candidates are virtually forced 
to rely upon these sources for want of any 
other. 

Mr. Graham cited a Gallup Poll showing 
that only 1 family out of 20 made any polit
ical contribution in 1954. Yet 33 percent 
indicated that they would have given $5 if 
they had been asked. If 16 million families 
gave $5 each for the support of candidates 
of their choice, this would be a total of $80 
m111ion to finance the 1956 campaigns. Such 
an outpouring of funds for political purposes 
from the rank and file would do more to 
undercut the special interests and favor
seekers than any law Congress could pass. 

The country needs a better Corrupt Prac
tices Act with realistic limits on campaign 
spending. But the best way to beat corrup
tion is to finance good candidates through 
small contributions from the rank and file. 
A skillfully planned movement of this kind 
should bring about a double rejuvenation 
of democracy at the grassroots. 

THE HIGH COST OF POLITICS 
(By Philip L. .Graham, publisher of the 

Washington Post and Times Herald, at the 
annual dinner, School of Business, Uni
versity of Chicago, Knickerbocker Hotel, 
Chicago, Ill., June 1, 1955) 
Ever since the 6th of August 1945, the 

ruling facts of our times have been fairly 
clear. 

In stark oversimplification they are these: 
1. Modern science has revolutionized war

fare. It has done this so completely that 
war now is obsolete as a method for settling 
human conflicts. 

2. Obviously, what is needed is some new 
world political arrangement that effectively 
eliminates the exercise of war. 

3. However, the historical forces which 
divide mankind are so powerful that little 
or no progress has been made in this dlrec
tion. Instead two powerful Nation-State 
systems oppose each other bitterly and 
totally, and at least appear to conduct their 
affairs as though war were still a practical 
alternative to diplomacy. 

4. Progress toward the elimination of war 
will apparently begin only when ·the free 
nations become so united and strong that 
the Communist apparatus wm see no chance 
of world domination. 

5. The proper course for freemen is there
fore one calling for the highest degree 
of skill in the conduct of affairs of incred
ible complexity. We must continuously 
strengthen our alliances; intelligently tackle 
the fantastic scientific and technological 
problems of keeping militarily strong; foster 
a healthy American economy; give support 
to the creation of a better life elsewhere in 
the world; maintain and develop our regard 
for individual liberties; and so on and so on. 

Those, in broad outline, are the operative 
facts of our times. This is the framework 
within which the question oi human sur
vival will be decided, 

I would like to suggest that in one re
spect at least we are facing up to this sit
uation as though we were a nation of luna
tics. I would also like to suggest that un
less we change our habits we shall prob
ably achieve the fate we deserve. 

Now my suggestion has one refreshing 
aspect. It will not require this assemblage 
of paten tial cardiac cases to raise your blood 
pressure in anger against anyone except 
yourselves. I do not suggest that we can 
solve all our problems by denouncing Yalta, 
90 percent of parity, the Dixon-Yates con
tract, Owen Lattimore, or high taxes. 

What I put to you is simply this: We face 
problems that involve life and deatn for all 
of us; yet we insist on having the lowest 
sort of opinion of the very people we en-

trust with those problems; and we force 
them to operate under conditions which do 
everything to repel decent men. 

Who are these people who bear this great 
responsibility, and whom we treat so stu-· 
pidly? They are, of course, the politicians. 
They include Dwight D. E_isenhower, Adlai 
Stevenson, 96 Senators, 435 Congressmen, 48 
Governors, the 750,000 other elective officials, 
and the Cabinet officers and tens of thou
sands of appointive officials and political 
workers who must live under our existing 
system of politics. 

These are the people whose day-by-day 
actions will very largely determine the great
est conflict in the history of the.world. Yet 
how do we tell them we regard them? We 
tell them that we consider them Just a little 
above outlaws. Thus this spring in a na
tionwide Gallup poll, 7 out of 10 people with 
an opinion stated that they would not like 
to see their children enter politics as a life's 
work. 

Let us suppose that instead of running a. 
great Nation we were running a pickle 
works and that our pickle sales were drop
ping every month. Clearly we would not 
begin by telling our s~les department that 
all salesmen were stupid and crooked and 
unnecessary. Yet we do treat problems 
which are rather more urgent than pickle 
sales in just that fashion . • And if we con
tinue to do so we probably ha.ve as much 
chance of survival as the buggy manufac
turers had of licking Henry Ford. 

Since you who are here tonight are men 
of experience, it will be obvious that 'funda
mental problems call for fundamental so
lutions. And truly the problems presented 
by our present system of politics are funda
mental. They are not going to be solved by 
palliatives. It will do us no good at all to 
resolve that for the next 30 days we shall 
never place the word "dirty" directly next to 
the word "politician." It will do us no good 
to make ·speeches or 'to write editorlals saying 
we need better men and women in politics 
and a higher public regard for politicians. 

Yet there is something--something funda
mental and lasting-that can be done about 
the present situation. It is possible; it ls 
urgently necessary; and it is eminently 
practical. 

Moreover, if this thoroughly "doable" 
thing is, indeed, done, it should constitute 
the single most important political reform 
of our times; 

But before we discuss the solution, let us 
diagnose the basic problem in a bit more 
detail. For the problem is deeper than 
merely a question of public attitudes. Al
though they are considerably more esteemed 
than politicians, nevertheless farmers, labor 
leaders, industrialists, and even newspaper 
people are frowned upon by a goodly number 
of their fellow men. Yet these people at 
least can operate in an environment per
mitting them to maintain their self-respect. 

So while it is a serious matter that poli
ticians rank close to lepers in the popularity 
polls, it is a much more serious matter that 
we force politicians to live in a system which 
goes a long way toward depriving them of 
self-respect. 

The fundamental defect in our present 
system of politics--as is so often the case in 
life--has something to do with money. It 
has specifically to do with our habits regard
ing contributions for political campaigns. 
Even putting the best possible face on the 
situation, it can only be described as morally 
squalid, ethically shocking, and spiritually 
revolting. 

As of 1955 the principal characteristics of 
our system of political finance can be accu
rately described in the following manner: 

1. We maintain a bold-faced, official lie 
about the cost of political campaigns and 
the amounts of political contributions. 

2. We almost universally -fail to respond 
to--or even to recognize--the duties of the 
individual citizen in a free society. 
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3. We consequently force politicians to live 

in close connection with the filthy power of 
gangsters and the acquisitive power of spe
cial interest groups and favor seekers. 

First, let me briefly expand on the way we 
maintain an official lie about political ex
penditures. We do this by having a Federal 
law which limits expenditures by a candidate 
for Congress to a maximum of $5,000, by a 
candidate for the Senate to $25,000, and by a 
national political committee to $3 million. 
Now a Senator, even in a small State, cannot 
run for $25,000 and in a State like Illinois he 
cannot run for $250,000. But the law re
mains on the books, the myth is maintained 
by a series of long-practiced manipulations 
and evasions, and so we force the able man 
entering politics to launch his career with 
an initial act of blatant hypocrisy. And to 
endure this indignity every time he runs 
again. 

In fact, few if any people actually know 
what modern political campaigns do cost. 
One of the most respected Members of ·the 
Senate has told me that in his State (about 
the size of Illinois) over $3 million was spent 
in a recent gubernatorial election. 

But the existing system perpetuates the 
fraudulent impression that political expendi
tures are but a fraction of what they are. 
Thus in the 1952 presidential campaign a 
total of $17,500,000 was reported by the na
tional committees of the two major parties. 
Some students of the matter estimate that 
actual expenditures came closer to $100 
million. 

The limitations of $25,000 for the Senate 
and $5,000 for the House are patently laugh
able. Fol" there are counties in this coun
try where even a sheriff's race costs from 
10 to 20 times more than $25,000. 

Sb""'l'rom those highlights you can see how 
monumentally deceitful a system of laws and 
reporting we maintain about campaign ex
penditures. 

Next, let us look at' how seriously the 
average person defaults in his duties as an 
individual citizen. And in doing so let us 
remember that with the new American econ
omy-with our new wide distribution of 
wealth-we have a society wherein the aver
age voter is in fact financially able to meet 
his obligations of citizenship. 

We can examine the default of the cit
izenry by studying the 1954 congressional 
·elections. There were 1,054 congressional 
candidates. Expenditures officially reported 
totaled $13,700,000, and we can be sure that 
actual expenditures were much higher. 

After that campaign the Gallup Poll asked 
people whether they had made a political 
contribution, not only in congressional races 
but for any of the many other campaigns 
that year. Assuming that such contributions 
would be made on a family basis, the answers 
were computed by families. This showed 
that only 1 family out of 20 had made any 
political contribution. If the answers were 
computed in terms of individual citizens, 
this would mean that only about 2 out of 
every 100 citizens made any contribution. 

Since the default of the individual is so 
obvious, let us see what forces have rushed 
in to fill the vacuum. 

No tidy compilation of statistics is avail
able, but anyone at all familiar with politics 
can document the situation for you. There 
are three major sources of political funds: 

1. The underworld: The sums raised by 
the gangsters are much larger than anyone 
imagines. In 1948, for example, it was re
ported to our newspaper that the numbers 
operators in Washington had raised $100,000 
'to be spent against two · Senators who had 
tried to investigate local gambling. One of 
the most profitable businesses in the United 
States is the illegal race wire se~vice to il
legal horse-betting establishments. It makes 
millions every year, has survived every sort 
of attempt to break it up, and clearly must 
be the largest single source of political funds 
·1n the country, 

2. The second important source of political 
funds can broadly be called special-interest 
groups. This includes the vast array of indi
viduals and organizations who have some
thing direct to gain from government. They 
are far different from the underworld in 
that their aims and purposes are wholly legit
imate, if sometimes a bit acquisitive or self
ish. So important is this source of funds 
that it is practically impossible to find any 
Congressman or Senator, however high
minded, who has not lost his freedom of 
decision in some particular area. A recent, 
but natural and understandable, addition to 
this group can probably be found among 
some few foreign governments who are de
pendant upon us for monetary or political as
sistance. While difficult of precise proof, it 
seems probable that in some few cases a 
small part of our foreign aid has come 
back to us in the form of political contri
butions. And when one realizes that $100,000 
carefully spent in a few small States can 
place a sizable portion of the United 
States Senate under obligation, it is easy to 
understand the temptation that exists for all 
special-interest groups. 

3. The third group of established political 
contributors probably contributes the least 
in total amount, though their contributions 
~re still important. They can be described 
as the hopefuls. They are people who con
tribute in the expectation of receiving high 
public office. Their existence explains to a 
large extent why in the 1954 election less 
than 1,000 people contributed more than 
one-fifth of the total amount reported by 
both major national political committees. 
Their total gifts represented $1,850,00Q. And 
although the law-that same unenforced, 
hypocritical law-limits individual contri
butions to $5,000 to any one candidate or 
committee, it is believed that some re
sourceful contributors have managed to 
locate or create enough committees to per
mit contributions of over $100,000 in a single 
campaign. 

So dominating is the need for political 
money that this form of outright sale of 
positions of public trust is universally ac
cepted. It had to be practiced by that old 
professional, President Trum_an, and it has 
also had to be practiced by that idealistic 
amateur, President Eisenhower. 
· In bygone days this particular practice 
probably did little . harm. Government was 
then relatively unimportant and a rich 
knucklehead here or there in high office 
could do little harm. Today, of course, this 
is radically altered. There are few unim
portant high public posts. And both this 
administration and its predecessor have been 
weakened by the system Which we average 
citizens have forced upon our political 
leaders. 

The overall problem, I would like to repeat, 
is both serious and simple. We need the 
highest possible sort of people in politics 
because of the awesome decisions they must 
make. And we shall not have this until we 
get rid of the rotten financial foundation 
upon which our political system now rests, 
and thus begin to demonstrate toward poli
ticians some of that decent concern which 
practitioners of the arts of free government 
deserve, 

The political financial problem, we should 
realize, is going to grow in size. This is in
evitable because of our growth in population 
and growth in power of communications. 
Obviously politics will be expensive in a na
tion of 165 million with rapidly widening 
suffrage. 

We are many, many years from 1789 when 
our Constitution was ratified by fewer than 
100,000 people-by only some 2 percent of the 
population. 

How to deal with this growing problem ls 
a matter of mounting concern. To give you 
an idea of its dimensions let me point out 
that to put a presidential candidate on just 

one TV network for a single half-hour costs 
between $50,000 and $100,000. 

To some these costs indicate only that 
modern mass communications are expen
sive. But that is not in fact the case, if we 
judge them on a per capita basis. Using 
mass media a candidate today probably 
spends much less to reach the individual 
voter than it cost Thomas Jefferson to feed 
all those horses that pulled his stagecoach, 
or even Theodore Roosevelt to pay for his 
campaign train. 

The high cost of politics is a direct re
sult of a high population and an expand
ing right of suffrage. And superficial at
tempts to solve the problem by having poli
ticians pass rules as to what other poli
ticians can get free TV time are only going 
to create new problems. Even stronger 
language can be employed against the sug
gestion, now 50 years old but constantly re
vived, that the Government should appro
priate funds for this purpose. 

There is one step toward reform now being 
studied by the Senate which deserves sup
port and encouragement. That is the effort 
by a committee, headed by Senator HENNINGS 
of Missouri, to write more realistic laws 
about political contributions. This is the 
60th congressional committee to review this 
subject in the last 50 years. Insofar as they 
are working toward full and honest account
ing of all political contributions, they are 
working toward a desirable end. However, 
although present limits on expenditures will 
be considerably raised, the Senate hearings 
so far indicate that the new limits will still 
invite evasions by being unrealistically low. 
In any event, the work of Senator HENNINGS 
and his colleagues represents some of the 
most constructive work in many years. And 
success in their labors will be a stepping
stone toward better government. 

But the major problem still remains. That 
is, how can we raise enough honest, un
tainted money to permit our politicians to 
run for office without becoming obligated 
to corrupt or selfish forces? And in doing 
this, how can we help to create a higher 
regard for the importance of politics in the 
American future? 

The answer is, I think, not too difficult. 
It can be accomplished quickly enough to be 
effective in the 1956 campaign. And there 
is not a person in this room who cannot 
do something toward achieving this funda
mental political reform. 

Here are the basic facts. In the Gallup 
poll I referred to a few minutes ago, only 
1 family out of 20 made any political con
tribution in 1954. But Gallup also put this 
question: If asked, would you give $5 to the 
party you prefer? 

Thirty-three percent of the families
about 16 million families-said yes. A little 
over half said no, while some 13 percent had 
no views. Now $5 from 16 million families 
equals $80 million, and even a fraction of 
that amount of new, untainted money would 
revolutionize American politics. Moreover, it 
is ridiculously defeatist to assume that the 
other 66 percent of our families cannot be 
convinced of their proper obligations of good 
citizenship, 

The problem then is how to convince mil
lions of Americans of an obvious fact-that 
good citizenship requires political contri
butions by each individual to the party or 
candidates of his choice. Good citizenship 
requires this just as much as it requires 
contributions to one's church, one's com
munity fund, the Red Cross, or other causes. 

The weak at heart may tell us that even 
such an obvious truth cannot be quickly 
taught. That is not only nonsense, it is 
nonsense that we can prove to be nons.ense. 

Let's take a parallel though perhaps more 
difficult problem. The threatened European 
grain famine after World War II. The rav
ages of war and a severe drought had de-

· stroyed much of the European grain supply, 
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Obviously millions of people were going to 
starve to death within 6 months. And al
most everyone knew that nothing could be 
done about it. The only possible rescue was 
to get us to eat less wheat in America, and 
this seemed impossible because rationing 
controls could not be imposed in the short 
time available. 

But a few people were unresigned to fail
ure. They assumed that the American peo
ple would respond to duty if they only knew 
what their duty was. So through a barrage 
of public service advertising, conducted by 
the advertising council, the people were in
formed. Early in 1946 a Gallup poll showed 
that almost nobody knew of the need to save 
grain. By April 1946, almost 9 out of 10 
Americans knew of the problem. And most 
of them were doing their duty. As a result 
our grain shipments reached unprecedented 
totals and reached Europe quickly. And not 
a single European died from the famine that 
summer-the summer that the late Ernest 
Bevin described as the great European fam
ine that did not happen. 

The use of public service advertising is 
now so widespread that most of us forget 
that it is a new and vitally useful social 
tool. In the past 12 years it has been an 
essential part of the savings bond program, 
has reduced traffic accidents, prevented for
est fires, created blood banks for the armed 
services, and aided a hundred other causes. 

In 1952 public service advertising told 
Americans over and over again of their duty 
to register and vote, and helped set new rec
ords for registration and voting. 

One does not have to be an Einstein to 
see how great a function public service ad
vertising could perform in helping to build 
a new and decent foundation under our 
system of political finance. Through tele
vision, magazines, radio, newspapers, bill
boards, car cards-even matchboxes-the 
average decent American could be reminded 
and reminded again of the importance of 
goOd government. Of how good government 
depends on each citizen's supporting, as he 
can, the party or candidate of his choice. 
And by doing this, we can gain the larger 
objective of giving public recognition to the 
fact that there should be no more noble 
calling in a free society than that of public 
life. 

A complete, well-coordinated campaign of 
public service advertising can create proper 
citizen support for political campaigns. It 
can do so quickly. By doing so it can, as I 
have said, create the most important po
litical reform of the century. 

What is needed to make this happen? 
What is needed to make it work? Nothing 
more than the support of you and other 
decent citizens like yourselves. 

This country has in the advertising coun
cil a nonprofit, nonpartisan, public service 
group that annually administers $100 million 
worth of public service advertising donated 
by American business. The advertising 
council could provide a practical means for 
conducting such an educational campaign. 
It can be a campaign to further good gov
ernment by reminding every citizen of his 
duty to support the party and candidates of 
his choice. 

For my part I hope it is done. For your 
part, I hope you join in making it a success. 

For our part, for the common concern of 
this country, we must end the fantastic sys
tem under which we treat our politicians as 
unsavory characters while at the same time 
we charge them with preserving our very 
ci vmza tion. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I hope 
all Members of Congress will read Mr. 
Graham's speech. I am! satisfied that if 
they do, they will have the substantiat
ing argument in support of a position 
which many of us have taken for the 
past several years when we have urged 
modification and amendment of the Cor-

rupt Practices Act. Mr. Graham per
formed a great educational service to the 
American people in the speech he made 
yesterday on the general subject of po
litical campaign contributions. If we 
really want free men to serve in the Con
gress, then the American people, in order 
to protect that freedom, must accept the 
responsibility, family by family, in rela
tion to campaign contributions, as 
brought out yesterday by Mr. Graham 
in his exceedingly able speech. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Oregon yield to me? 

Mr. MORSE. I yield. 
Mr. MAGNUSON. I wish to support 

what the Senator from Oregon has said. 
I myself have suggested, in speaking in 
my State, as has the Senator from Ore
gon in many speeches he has made, that 
the interest of the average citizen in 
political matters should be just as _great 
as his interest in civic matters generally, 
such as the Red Cross and other com
munity enterprises, and in the other fine 
things which are parts of the American 
way of life. 

I read with great interest Mr. Gra
ham's speech. As the Senator from Ore
gon has pointed out, Mr. Graham has 
made a real contribution, because if the 
American people will take the same kind 
of interest in political matters that they 
take in their various community enter
prises, such as those dealing with health 
problems, schools, and so forth, they will 
go a long way toward clearing up this 
situation. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, in line 
with the suggestion of the Senator from 
Washington, I wish to state that the Cor
rupt Practices Act, insofar as it applies 
to contributions to political campaigns, 
at the present time is conducive to lying 
and falsehood. It makes lying legal. 
That should be stopped, and the act 
should be amended, because under it 
only a small percentage of the actual 
expenses in political campaigns are re
ported. Certainly that is a shocking be
trayal of the public trust. We should 
overhaul the act so as to put an end to 
that situation. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Not only that but 
it is the most impractical act ever placed 
on the statute books. 

Mr. MORSE. There is no question 
about that. 

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, I 
desire to comment on the remarks of the 
distinguished senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MoRsE], and to agree with him on the 
necessity of changing the law which ap
plies to the reporting of political contri
butions. I hope everyone in the country 
will read Mr. Graham's speech of yes
terday, because in it he touches on a 
point which I believe to be of vital im
port to the future of American politics. 
If all the American people do not par
ticipate in politics, either at the party 
level or in the making of contributions, 
then the country can well come under 
the control of small but powerful groups, 
whether they be in labor unions or in 
management. 

So I desire to thank the Senator from 
Oregon for making it possible for Mr-. 
Graham's speech to be widely read. I 
hope the American people will most sin
cerely consider the points made in the 

speech and the facts set forth in it. It 
is time that we make the conducting of 
politics a responsibility of all the people, 
rather than permit it to be managed 
and controlled by small groups. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President;, · 
I desire to join in the statement which 
has been made by the Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. GOLDWATER]. I read in 
full the speech made by Mr. Graham. I 
discussed the matter with him as we sat 
together at a dinner some weeks ago. I 
believe that what he suggested in his 
speech can be accomplished in a fair 
and impartial manner. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, I 
congratulate the senior Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MORSE] for placing the 
magnificent speech by Mr. Phillip Gra-
ham in the RECORD. I think we all 
should think about the suggestions Mr. 
Graham makes. The people of Missouri 
take great pride in the fact that my dis
tinguished senior colleague [Mr. HEN• 
NINGS] is in the forefront of those en
gaged in studying the entire problem. 
We know that, with his guidance and 
help, as well as that of other outstanding 
Americans, there is a reasonable prospect 
that improvements in the law which 
the distinguished senior Senator from 
Oregon referred to will be brought about. 

Mr. MARTIN of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
President, I should like to comment 
briefly on the reference to the address 
delivered by Mr. Graham, as it relates to 
greater contributions to political work. 
I am very much impressed by the com
ments of the distinguished Senator from 
Oregon and the distinguished Senator 
from Arizona. 

Last February the Gallup poll indi
cated that the American people wished 
to contribute to political effort, but they 
do not get the _opportunity. I am glad 
to say that in 1952, in my own State of 
Pennsylvania, which for many years has 
been making large contributions to both 
political parties, there were contribu
tions to the Republican Party from more 
than 100,000 Pennsylvanians. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I am 
pleased that our distinguished brethren 
on the other side of the aisle feel kindly 
and cooperative toward the Graham 
proposal. It has been my experience, 
during about 25 years in politics in the 
Pacific Northwest, that the distinguished 
"loyal opposition" spent about twice as 
much as the Democrats. Therefore, as 
a practical matter, I favor the proposal 

Mr. GOLDWATER subsequently said: 
Mr. President, during the morning hour 
the senior Senator from Washington 
[Mr. MAGNUSON] said: 

It has been my experience, during about 
25 years in politics in the Pacific Northwest, 
that the distinguished "loyal opposition" 
spent about twice as much as the Democrats. 

That was in reference to an excellent 
speech which was delivered in Chicago 
yesterd.ay py Mr. Graham, publisher of 
the Washington, Post and Times Herald. 

In order to keep 'the record straight, 
I should like to read very briefly from a 
statement made this year before the sub
committee of which the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. SYMINGTON] is a member, 
namely, the Subcommittee on Privileges 
and Elections of the Committee on Gov-
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ernment Operations, by the chairman of 
the Republican State Central Committee 
of Michigan. I think if the Senator 
from Washington failed to receive cam
paign funds from the Democratic Party, 
he had better take a lead from the 
Democratic Party of Michigan. 

I read: · 
In a study prepared · by a researcher for 

the National CIO-PAC entitled "The CIO 
and the Democrat Party," published by the 
University of Chicago Press, 1952, on page 
131 there is set forth a statement that in 
the year 1950, Michigan CIO unions con
tributed $200,000 directly to statewide Demo
crat candidates. This study shows that 64 
percent of all the Democrat funds in the 1950 
campaign came directly from the CIO. 

Because the charge has been made 
that these are voluntary funds, I con
tinue briefly from the statement: 

I charge and will now prove that there is 
nothing voluntary in Michigan about the 
way that the PAC receives its funds. I refer 
to the audit report filed by Emil Mazey, sec
retary-treasurer of the UAW-CIO, for the 
period from June 1, 1950 to May 31, 1951. 
The report contains a summary of receipts 
and disbursements. While it shows that the 
PAC made no contributions into the general 
fund of the union, the union on the other 
hand for the· 12-month period ending May 
1951 paid to the PAC $120,434.56. 

I read briefly further: 
In. the report by Emil Mazey, secretary

treasurer of the UAW:...CIO for the period 
from June 1, 1951, to May 31, 1952, the 
following disbursements from the general 
funds of the union for political activities 
are set forth: 

They total $1,380,872.60. 
To complete my very brief reading 

from the statement, I quote further as 
follows: 

In the report filed by Emil Mazey, secre
tary-treasurer of the UAW-CIO for the 12-
month period ending December 31, 1954, the 
following disbursements from the general 
fund of the union, the source being union 
dues, and the amounts being used for politi
cal purposes-in Michigan-all for the Demo
crat Party, both on a ·state and national 
basis, were as follows: 

This is serious, Mr. President. They 
total $2,611,980.05. 

I concur in the speech made by Mr. 
Graham in Chicago yesterday, and I sin
cerely hope that he intended in his 
speech to include funds such as these 
from all sources, namely, funds extracted 
involuntarily from Democrats and Re
publicans alike, even though the funds 
go for the promotion of only one party. 
I oppose that practice whether the party 
concerned is the Republican Party or 
the Democrat Party. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
statement be inserted in full in the REC
ORD at this point in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered, to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
STATEMENT BY JOHN FEIKENS, CHAIRMAN, RE• 

PUBLICAN STATE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF 
MICHIGAN, BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE SENATE 
COMMITTEE ON RULES' AND ADMINISTRATION, 
ON S. 636, MAY 17, 1955 
I regard it a privilege to appear before this 

committee to testify on S. 636. The sub
ject matter is especially interesting to me 
in my capacity as chairman of the Republi
can State Central Committee or' Michigan. 

By way of introduction, I am :riot unmind
ful of the· provisions of the Federal Corrupt 
Practices· Act to 'Which reference will be made 
hereinafter. I would like to point out that 
in Michigan we presently have a law which 
provides that "No officer, director, stockhold
er, attorney, agent or any other person act
ing for any corporation or joint stock com
pany, whether incorporated under the laws 
of this or any other State or any foreign 
country, except corporations formed for po
litical purposes, shall pay, give or lend, or 
authorize to be paid, given or lent, any 
money belonging to such corporation to any 
candidate or to any political committee for 
the payment of any election expenses what
ever." (Sec. 196.14, Laws Relating to Elec
tions-Revision of 1953.) 

I would like to say that while I agree with 
the intent of this bill to seek better report
ing methods, I do not believe that the prob
lem is attacked head on either on a national 
level or on a State level such as in Michi
gan, by simply providing for more particular
ized reporting of campaign expenditures. 

Present laws in the State of Michigan 
already provide that every candidate and 
every treasurer of a political committee shall 
file reports in the office of the county clerk 
of the county in which such candidate or 
treasurer resides within a specified number 
of days after each election, said report to 
give in detail every item of money received 
and disbursed. A political committee is de
fined as every combination of two or more 
persons who shall aid or promote the success 
or defeat of a candidate or a political party or 
principle or measure. (Secs. 196.4 and 196.19, 
Laws Relating to Elections-Revision of 
1953.) 

While this has been the law for a number 
of years, many political committees recently 
operating in the State of Michigan, as I :Will 
hereinafter refer to them, have not complied 
with this law, even though I have repeatedly 
sought aid from the attorney general of 
Michigan for its enforcement. 

I might also state that while I am inter
ested in your intent to limit the amount of 
campaign expenditures, it seems to me that 
the approach which is taken in the proposed 
bill again does not address itself to the heart 
of the matter. 

In delineating my argument I will, of 
course, constantly refer to the situation as 
I find it to exist in Michigan, and I want to 
say at the outset that my remarks are limited 
to my knowledge of conditions in my own 
State. I believe it necessary to say that I 
want no privilege for expenditures by corpo
rations. I believe that our present laws ought 
to be strengthened further in this regard and 
they ought also to be broadened so as to 
include all special-interest groups, any of 
which compel contributions to political 
parties, or to candidates as a condition of 
employment or as a matter of doing business, 
either in the pursuit of a profession or in 
the exchange of goods and services for value. 
In that connection, I wish to call the com
mittee's attention to legislation presently be
fore the Michigan Legislature, already ap
proved by the senate and now pending before 
the house. This proposed senate bill 1401, 
I believe goes to the heart of the matter 
much more directly than does United States 
Senate bill 636, for it provides that · "no 
person in the employ of another nor a person 
seeking employment shall be required to sup
port financially or otherwise, any candidate 
or political committee as a condition of em
ployment" and that "no organization which 
any person in the employ of another is re
quired as a condition of employment to join, 
remain in, or support financially or other
wise, shall offer or spend any money or thing 
or service of -value in support or opposition 
of any candidate, political committee, or 
political party." . 

Proposed amendments to this Michigan bill 
which we support would include all activities 

involved in the exchange of goods or services 
for value as coming within the prohibition 
of the law. · 

It is my firm belief that no person, whether 
he works for a corporation or whether he is 
engaged in business relationships with it, or 
whether he is an employee, ought to be com
pelled to contribute to a political party. 
Some of the antagonists of our proposed 
Michigan legislation argue that the bill is 
aimed at labor unions. Let me categorically 
state that my position is not directed against 
labor unions as such, nor is that the position 
of the Republican Party of Michigan. We 
are proud to be sponsors in Michigan of the 
most liberalized unemployment compensa
tion and workmen's compensation laws in 
the United States. As a party, we are opposed 
to any right-to-work legislation. We are 
interested in minimum-wage legislation and 
we have as a party repeatedly voiced our posi
tion in favor of fair-employment practices 
legislation. 

But we do believe that the present elec
tion system in Michigan, both as it af
fects candidates running for Federal office 
as well as State office, is such that greater 
restrictive controls are necessary and I re
peat again that I refer to the proposed leg
islation in Michigan only because I think 
it goes far more directly to the heart of 
the problem than does the legislation before 
this committee. Many of its provisions 
could be made applicable to the areas covered 
by the Federal statutes. 

In describing the election system 1I:. my 
State, I must point out that we are run
ning into totalitarianism on the part of 
certain groups. In support of this state
ment I charge and can prove that the po
litical bosses of the labor organizations in 
our State are compelling individuals as a 
condition of their employment to contribute 
to the Democrat Party. 

I want this committee to understand that 
though much of this statement is given 
over to discussing involuntary support of 
a political party by labor unions through 
dues collected that I recognize the very real 
possibility that large business institutions 
may inferentially or by implication make 
political contributions a condition of good 
business relations. Extraction of funds by 
a co_rporation from those with whom it does 
business, even where such a contribution 
does not pass through the hands of officers 
or agents of that corporation, need not neces
sarily add up to a voluntary action by the 
contributor, and if such is the case I say 
without equivocation .that the spirit of the 
proposed Michigan law would be violated. 
I do not believe that involuntary group or 
individual contributions from any source 
should be allowed. This committee will 
have before it incontrovertible evidence that 
unions in my State collect dues on the basis 
of union membership, which is a necessary 
condition of employment. The committee 
will have before it evidence that such dues, 
without express permisison of those dues
payers, divert to a separate organization 
formed for political purposes part of the 
money thus collected. In diverting this 
money to the second organization for po
litical support of a party those who direct 
the finances of the union have violated the 
fundamental rights of free American Citi
zens and have committed their support of 
a political party without any obligation to 
be found in the union-membership require
ments of the individual. I believe this com
mittee will agree with the position I take 
that if this is permitted to continue it can 
work to the disadvantage of both political 
parties and might, indeed, · make a · mock
ery of ·the rights of individuals once they 
Jla ve joined the union. 

I charge and can prove that the political 
bosses of labor unions, particularly those 
of the CIO, use for political candidates on 
par.tisan political purposes vast amounts of 
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union dues, money gathered for the purpose 
of advancing the cause of labor. · . 

I charge and can prove that these funds 
are not used for the Republican Party in 
Michigan or its candidates. 

I charge and can prove that many em
ployees in Michigan who are rank-and-file 
members of the union are Republicans and 
are having such <lues money taken from 
them contrary to their desires. 

I wish to take these charges and support 
them with proof. 

First of all-with regard to the charge 
that there are thousands of union members 
who are faithful Republicans. With your 
permission, I should like to draw to your 
attention a large study produced only last 
year, 1954, by election re11earch experts at 
the University of Michigan and published 
under the name, The Voter Decides. The 
survey shows that 41 percent of the union 
members in the 1952 election preferred the 
Republican Party.1 Another study of politi~ 
cal attitudes in an industrialized city (El
mira, N. Y.) was undertaken some years ago 
by members of the faculty of Columbia 
University. This study showed that 40 per
cent of the unskilled union members in this 
city were Republican. Fifty percent of the 
skilled union members were Republicans.2 

In a study published in April of last year 
by two leading members of the faculty of the 
University of Illinois, Professors Hudson and 
Rosen, their investigators found that 57 per~ 
cent of the union members they studied defi
nitely opposed the union telling them for 
whom to vote and also opposed even volun
tary donations to finance union political 
activities.3 · 

I should also like to cite a national survey 
made by Elmo Roper several years ago where 
he asked union members whether they agreed 
or not with the union when it took a posi
tion on candidates or political matters. Ac
cording to Roper, whose objectivity has never 
been questioned, only 23 percent of union 
members generally agreed with their union 
on political candidates.4. · 

For 20 years, Gallup has been checking 
after each presidential election how many 
union members voted for the Republican 
Party. He shows a steady growth in Repub":' 
Ucanism among union members at the same 
time that the union leaders are using more 
and more of their members' money com
pulsorily for the Democrats: 

Percent voting 
Republican 5 

1936 (Landon) ------------------------ 20 
1940 (Willkie) ------------------------- 28 
1944 (Dewey) ------------------------- 28 
1948 (Dewey) ------------------------- 26 
1952 (Eisenhower) -------------------- 39 

A recent study of local 222 of the Oil 
Workers Union, CIO, showed that 44 percent 
of the members thought .their union should 
not take part in politics. More than half 
of the members of this union who had an 
opinion said it was wrong for the union to 
endorse any political candidates. Then the 
members of this CIO union were asked the 
question: "Do you think a member should 
vote !or political candidates endorsed by 
the local union?" Sixty-six percent of the 
members answered: "No; unless I agree with 

1 Campbell, Gurin, and Miller, The Voter 
Decides (Evanston: Row, Peterson & Co., 
1954) , p. 73. 

2 Berelson, Lazarsfeld, and McPhee, Voting 
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1954), 
p. 47. (The city studied was Elmira, N. Y.) 

8 Ruth Alice Hudson and Hjalmar Rosen, 
Union Political Action: The Member Speaks, 
Industrial and Labor Relation Review (April 
1954), p. 408. 

4.Roper Survey: Does Labor Vote What 
Leaders Say? New York Herald Tribune, June 
2, 1952. . 

5 Public Opinion News Service, for release 
Jan. 8, 1954. 

the union... Only 117 percent answered: 
~Yes."• · 

Another university research man has stud
ied the teamsters· local 688, of. St. Louis. 
The union members were asked whether. 
they approved of the union collection of a 
dollar from each union member to help 
friendly candidates. Even with this ques
tion loaded with the words. "friendly can
didate," more than 40 percent of the union 
members said "No." 7 

Another recent survey was done among 
the members of local 517 of the 011 Workers 
Union-CIC in Lemont, Ill. Forty-three per
cent of these union members told University 
of Chicago research people that the union 
should not be active in politics at all. 
Nearly two-thirds of the members did not 
want the union lined up with any particular 
political party.8 

- With reference to our own Michigan sit
uation, among many letters that I have re
ceived from members of the UAW-CIO, I 
have one dated March 1, 1955, from Walter 
J. Brauninger, who writes me in part as 
follows: "I am following the newspaper ac
counts of GOP criticism of the UAW-CIO's 
political activity with more than usual in
terest. I am a member of the UAW and 
I am a Republican. There is no doubt that 
I am a union member, because I shall be 
discharged from my job as a lathe operator 
at the American Broach & Machine Co. when 
I fail to pay my dues. But .there is some 
doubt in my mind whether I am a Re
publican. I voted for Mr. Leonard and a 
slate of Republican candidates, in secret 
ballot, without fear and with a free con
s<:ience. But at the same time I helped to 
elect Mr. Williams and I helped to defeat 
-my own man, Mr. Leonard. I did this by 
paying dues to my union which, in turn; 
devoted its extensive radio and TV programs 
and its official publication, the United Auto
mobile Worker, to the cause of the Demo
·cratic Party. My union sold me." 

I will now support my charge that vast 
_sums of money raised through the use of 
.union dues are used solely for Democratic 
candidates for State and National offices 
in Michigan. In a study prepared by a re
searcher for the National CIO-PAC entitled 
"The CIO and the Democrat Party," pub
lished by the University of Chicago Press, 
·1952, on page 131, there is set forth a state
ment that in the year 1950, Michigan CIO 
unions contributed $200,000 directly to 
statewide Democrat candidates. This study 
shows that 64 percent of all the Democrat 
·funds in the 1950 campaign came directly 
_from the CIO. The study shows that this 
$200,000 came from funds contributed by 
union members under maintenance-of
membership and union-shop clauses. 

Let me digress for a moment. l am not 
unmindful that the CIO Political Action 
Committee does not, insofar as its charter 
is concerned at least, fall within the prohi
bitions of the Federal Corrupt Practices Act, 
for in its literature published by the com
mittee there are asked and answered several 
pertinent questions: "Is the PAC a political 
party?" Answer: "PAC is not a political 
party. The CIO convention has consistently 
declared the CIO-PAC is directed to continue 

11 Doris E. Mersdorf, local 222: A Study of 
Factors Associated With the Willingness of 
Its Membership To Define Political Action as 
a Union Function, a dissertation submitted 
to the faculty of the division of social sci
ences in candidacy for the degree of master 
of arts, department of political science, 1953, 
pp. 28-29. 

7 Arnold M. Rose, Union Solidarity: The 
International Cohesion of a Labor Union 
(Minneapolis, Unirversity of Minnesota 
Press), p. 84. 
· 8 How the Members of Lemont Local 517 
OWIU-CIO Have To say About Their Union: 
Report of a Survey of Membership Attitudes, 
University of Chicago, p. 23. 

.to act on· ari lndepend~nt, nonpartisan basis~ 
giving support to the progressive forces in 
the two major _parties, basing its judgment 
of candidates upon their records and plat
forms." Question: "Where does the PAC 
get its money?" Answer: "PAC funds come 
from the voluntary· contributions of CIO 
members.?' 

I charge and will now prove that there is 
nothing voluntary in Michigan about the 
way that the PAC receives its funds. I refer 
to the audit report filed by Emil Mazey, 
secretary-treasurer of the UAW-CIO, for the 
period from June 1, 1950, to May 31, 1951. 
The report contains a summary of receipts 
and disbursements. While it shows that the 
PAC made no contributions into the general 
fund of the union, the union, on ·the other 
hand, _for the 12-month period ending May 
1951 paid to the _PAC $120,434.56. 

These funds paid into PAC came from 
union dues. These dues were collected under 
maintenance-of-membership and union-shop 
clauses. All CIO unions then and now have 
such union-shop clauses in their contracts 
with employers. Thus rank-and-file mem
bers were forced to contribute to PAC to be 
members in good standing of their union. 
Membership in. good standing is a requisite 
to continued employment. If a man does 
not pay dues he cannot keep ·his job. In 
addttion, this same report shows $44,546.42 
used for news broadcasting, $39,801.65 for 
radio, $223,19-8.60 for the educational fund, 
all of which items were directly tied into 
political campaigning and political state
ments, and thes~ funds were largely used in 
Michigan. 
· In the report by Emil Mazey, secretary
treasurer of the U.I\W-CIO for the period 
from Jurte ·1, 1951; to ·M'.ay 31, 1952, the fol
lowing disbursements from the general funds 
of the union for political activities are set 
forth: PAC $200,398.85, editorial $454,079.88, 
radio $116,399.21, research $139,627.31, edu
cational fund $327,977.46, citizenship fund 
$142,389.89, for a total expenditure in that 
12-month period of $1,380,872.60. 

In the report filed PY. Emil Mazey as sec
retary-treasurer of the UAW-CIO for the 6-
month period ending November 30, 1952, we 
find this . 'statement as to the citizenship 
fund: "Our citizenship fund was established 
at the last convention for the purpose of 
strengthening democracy by encouraging 
members and citizens generally to register 
and vote in community, State, and national 
elections, and to carry on organizational 
and educational programs directed toward 
the ach1evement of an ever higher under
standing of ci~izenship ·responsibility • • •. 
-Five cents of each per capita tax we recei~ 
is set aside in the citizenship fund to be 
used for the above objective. These funds 
are used to cover salary and expenses of 
staff members for promotion of legislation, 
getting out the vote, reapportionment drive, 
'radio and television, literature, donations 
to State and county councils, and so forth." 

In this 6-month report, we find the fol
lowing expenditures: Editorial department, 
'$281,640.11; Political Action Committee, 
$66,098.41; radio, $34,536.02; research, $68,-
122.14; educational fund, $182,014:11; citi
zens:P,ip fund, regular, $885,683.86; citizen
ship fund, PAC expense, $125,821.74; for 11, 

total expenditure for political purposes for 
this 6-month period of $1,643,907.39. 
~ In the report filed' QY Emil Mazey, secre
tary-treasurer of the lJAW-CIO for the 12-
month period ending December 31, 1954, the 
following disbursements from the general 
fund of the union, the source being union 
dues, and the amounts being -used for poli
tical purposes-in Michigan-all for the 
Demcratic Party, both on a State and na
tional basis, were as follows: Editorial, $590,
.603.13; raqio, $23,613.86; research, $160,• 
390.75; educational fund, $678,882.98; olti
:z;enship fund, regular, $774,046; citizenship 
fu.nd, PAC department expense, $384,443.33; 
for a total of $2,611,980.05. 
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I might· Md that while I am- Mrtatn· that 

Emil Mazey was not telling the whole- storyi 
he did say at least at the recent convention 
of the UAW-CIO in Cleveland, as · noted in 
the Detroit Free Press of March 28, 1955,. that 
the union spent $250,000 in radio and televi
sion shows in Michigan and in connection. 
with the PAC department expense item re
ferred to in the citizenship fund, he said that 
that amount went to support political activi~ 
ties of such groups as the Wayne County and 
Michigan CIO Council. In that news article 
he admitted that ufiion dues were being so 
used. -

In an analysis which was prepared for the 
Republican Party after the 1954 campaign, 
the study revealed the following: 

.Radio (sponsored by the CIO.) 

Total number of year-round programs__ 29 
Total number of stations 26 
Total number of communitle~---------- 25 

Of these, 13 are dally, 16 are weekly 8 are 
national programs, 21 are State-locai pro
grams, and 11 have Guy Nunn as moderator. 

Cost for air time only (annual), $227,794. 
Talent cost and production cost not known. 
The {!AW -CIO has one television . pro-

gram-aired by W JBK, which has a potential 
Michigan audience of 4,500,000. The station 
has been in frequent difficulties because of 
the appearance of none but Labor-Democrat 
candidates, Add this cost to the radio. 

TELEVISION 

One weekly half-hour show, Detroit. , 
Cost of air time only, $32,760. 
Talent and' production costs not known. 
Then there are the shop newspapers, an 

examination of which shows that 80 percent 
of the .space is used for building the Labor
Democrat p"olitical party and defaming the 
Republican Party. The Cio' alone prints 
a.bout 30 different newspapers in Michigan. 
The total weekly circulation amounts to 
300,000. 

'UNION NEWSPAPERS 

Thirty CI6 shop newspapers, weekJy cir
culation, 300,000. -

Estimated cost for printing ~nd mailing 
only, $300,0QO. . · , 

It would appear that . our estimates are 
in fact lower than the figures _set forth in 
the repo,;t of Mr. Mazey. There is ·other 
evidence also that the unions in. Michigan 
are using union funds for Democratic can
didates and the Democratic .Party. Go:Vernm: 
Williams received $1,000 on October 20, 1954, 
from the Railroad Brotherhood; Lieutenant 
Governor Hart received a direct contribution 
from the UAW-CIO of $5,000 on September 
28, 1954':; Secretary of State James M. Hare 
receive~ a direct contribution from the 
UA W-CIO qf $1,000 on October 8, 1.954; At
torney General Kavanagh received a direct 
contribution from the UAW-CIO of $1,000 
on October 14, 1954; State Treasurer San
ford Brown received a direct contribution of 
$1,000 on October 8, 1954, from the CIO-PAC. 
The aforementioned, needless to say, are all 
Democrats. 

In_ this connection, I wish to report that 
John H. Thorpe, secretary-treasurer ·Of the 
Michigan Federation of Labor, is quoted in 
the Detroit News on May 11, 1955, as having 
said: "I got many thanks from Brother PAT 
(Senator McNAMARA) who said it ($1,000 
check) was badly_ needed for his campaign 
expenses," adding that the Michigan Federa
tion of Labor had -contributed $10,650 dur~ 
ing McNAMARA'S race. · 

The minutes of a meeting _of the Detroit 
and Wayne County Federation of Labor; 
September 15, 1954, show that Butchers Local 
630, according to Delegate Casey, contributed 
$500 to the McNamara campaign. 

None of the funds hereinbefore referred 
to have b~n -qseg. to support .Republican 
candidates in Michigan . . This is in accord~ 
ance with the announced policy of the Michi
gan CIO council president, Gus Scholle who·
according to the Detroit News of Febru;ry 26: 
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1950, stated~that the ·cto would ne..ver sup~ 
port Republic~n candidates. 

Incide~tally, in the 1954 State campaign, 
the Democrat State Central Committee filed 
a ·report of their expenditures totalling ap~ 
proximately $89,000; In that report it is 
stated that on May 24, '1954, they received 
$10,000 from the UA W-CIO; on September 21, 
1954, $10,000 from the UAW-CIO, and on 
October 15, 1954, $8,000 :(rom the UAW-CIQ 
PAC. The · aforementioned first two items 
obviously come from the general fund of the 
union and it is noted that they are dis
tinguished from the funds received from the 
PAC. During the same period, the Republi
can State Central Committee ·expended for 
its entire operation for the year 1954, in
cluding the campaign for all offices at State 
level, and national level, approximately 
$450,000. I can say from personal experience 
that we were not able to match the opposi
tion party in our expenditures and as has 
been pointed out heretofore, the great 
amounts that were used against us came 
from the labor unions and were not reported 
as such. On the basis of the evidence pre.: 
sented, I can categorically state that we were 
outspent by the opposition party on a ratio 
of $5 to our one. 

I might also add that it is now clear on 
the basis of the evidence herein set forth 
that the PAC also receives its funds from 
union dues. To give further support to that 
position, however, I quote from Ford Facts, 
the news organ of Local 600, UAW-CIO, Feb
ruary 26, 1955, page 4: "At a meeting at Soli
darity House on Thursday, February 3, 1955, 
CIO local o!ficers UI\anlmously agreed on a 
budget presented by the Wayne CIO Council 
to cover a tricounty area for the coming 
spring elections of February 21, 1955, and 
April 4, 1955, and it was also agreed that the 
elections were of such importance that the · 
local unions contribute 15 cents per member 
based on the month of December 1954 to he,p 
raise the needed campaign .budget. · 

"In connection wtth the preceding para .. 
graph, approval is sought for the following 
action of the executive board of February 8, 
1955: 

"1. That Local 6GO contribute to the Wayne 
Council CIO-PAC 15 cents per member based 
on December 1954 membership. 

"2. That the general council PAC commit
tee be brought out on lost time to work on 
the primary spring election for a period from 
Tuesday, February 15, 1955, through Monday, 
February 21, 1955, and to be paid 1 week's 
salary and expenses flat." 

I should point out that as a result of this 
15-cent assessment by the unions, there was 
raised in Wayne County alone approximately 
$75,000, as reported by the Detroit news
papers. 

In summary, then, we have a pattern in 
Michigan where tremendous sums of money 
raised for the legitimate purposes of unions 
are being. used for support of one political 
party. Further, those sums are required and 
compelled to be paid by rank-and-file work
ers, regardless of their political views. This 
is evil and totalitarian, regardless of what 
political party such funds support. 

I therefore suggest that this committee 
examine into the ways and means in which 
present Federal legislation can be strength
ened to prevent this evil, whether it exists 
on the part of labor organizations or cor~ 
porations or any other groups of any kind. 

I wish also to thank this committee for 
their patience- in listening to this massive 
data. I hope that the evidence· presented 
here will be of some assistance ·in this com
plex field. 

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, i 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
.in the RECORD ·at th~s point an article 
entitled "Public Would Revise Law To 
Lim.it Election Funds," written by George 
Gallup, director, American Institute of 

Public Opinion, and published in the Ari .. 
zona Republic. 

There being no objection, the article 
was _ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 
as follows: 
PUBLIC WOULD REVISE LAW To LIMIT ELECTION 

F'uNDS 

(By George Gallup, director, American 
Institute of Public Opinion) 

PRINCETON, N . J.-A solid majority of the 
American public is convinced that the pres
ent Federal laws limiting the amount of 
money spent for election campaigns are not 
lived up to and that reform in the way of 
stricter statutes is long overdue. . 
· The general public's view is shared by the 
Nation's outstanding citizen-leaders, a poll 
of those listed in Who's Who in America 
shows, although the public is stronger for 
reform than are the top citizens of the 
country. 

Fec:teral election legi~lation now permits a 
candidate for the Senate to spend money in 
his campaign up to a maximum of $25,000 
in some cases, and $10,000 in others. Candi
dates for the House are limited to either 
$2 ,500 or, in some cases, $5,000. · 

National political committees are limited 
to $3 mlllion in any one calendar year. 

Institute reporters from Maine to Cali
fornia talked to representative citizens in 
all walks of life in conducting today's sur
vey. The public was asked: 

"There_ ar.e present laws limiting the 
amount of money spent for campaigns for 
Congress. By and large, do you think these 
laws are lived up to, or not?" 

The vote of the general public: 
Percent 

Yes, lived up to _______________________ 16 

No----------------------------------- 57 No opinion ___________________________ 27 

The next question: 
''.Do you think the present laws about 

campaign spending should be made m6re 
strict, or not?" · 

The v.ote of the general public: 
. Percent 

Yes, more strict_______________________ 67 

No----------------------------------- 12 
No opinion___________________________ 21 

Sentiment ls relatively uniform on the two 
questions among major groups in the popu
lation. Of particular interest is the fact that 
both Republicans and Democrats see virtual
ly eye-to-eye on the need for stricter laws. 

The Nation's top citizens were asked: 
"Do you think the present laws limiting 

c~mpaign expenditures are too strict, about 
right, or not enough?" 

The largest group, 39 percent, said the 
present laws should be made more strict. 

A California editor summed it up: "The 
present law is loose enough that you could 
drive an elephant through the holes in it." 

A N.ew York executive said "further tight
ening would lead to more evasion " and a 
Missouri educator commented that "Infla
tion makes a dollar limitation meaningless 
and today's TV costs are high." 

A Massachusetts educator advocated hav
ing each party receive an equal allowance 
for expenditures from the public treasury. 

Senator THOMAS C. HENNINGS, JR., Demo
crat, Missouri, chairman of the Senate sub
committee on priv}leges and elections, has 
introduced a bill to revise the Federal elec
tion laws in order to prevent corrupt prac~ 
tices in elections. 
· One provision of the bill would require 
regular reports and summaries of expendi-
tures by candidates. · 

This requirement has tlie endorsement of 
3 out of every 4 of the Nation's top citizens, 
as follows: · 

"Would you favor or oppose revising laws 
concerning -campaign ·expenditures to make 
it mandatory :that the expenditures of po..: 
litical committees, on behalf of a candidate, 
be reported?" 
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The vote of those in -Who's Who: 
Percent Favor _________________________________ 76 

Oppose ____ . -------------------------- . 5 
No opinion-----------------~--------- 19 

The Hennings bill also would establish 
a ceiling in presidential elections, deter
mined by multiplying the total vote cast for 
President in a recent election by the sum 
of 21 cents. This would mean a present
day limit of over $12 million. 

THE LATE HAROLD M. STEPHENS 
Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, the 

junior Senator from Utah arises to mark 
the passing of Chief Judge Harold · M. 
Stephens, of the United States court of 
appeals, a Utahan whose distinguishe_d 
service in the halls of justice of this 
country has brought great honor to him, 
to his State, and to the country whose 
justice he administered. 

At the age of 31 he was made juq.ge 
of the third judicial court, in Salt Lake 
City;- and at the conclusion of his 4'
year term, he returned to private prac
tice, and to the graduate study of law 
at the University of California and 
Harvard Law School. In 1933 he came 
to Washington to serve as Assistant At-
torney General. . 

His sense of justice and fair play were 
much in evidence during his career as 
a Government prosecutor; and his frank 
acknowledgment that men were being 
indicted and sent to jail for violating 
Executive orders that were difficult to 
:find in print led to the creation of the 
Federal -Register, which now publishes 
all official regulations. 

Judge Stephens was noted for his 
genius· for developing orderly processes 
and procedures for the trying of cases 
and hearing of motions. His unflag
ging' sense of duty and tremendous stores 
of energy made him a tower of strength 
on the Federal bench. Last year he per
sonally handled 1,776 of the 2,500 mo
tions and petitions :filed in the court 
of appeals, and presided over 745 3-
judge hearings on motions. He was re
sponsible for establishing a motions
calendar system which has been success
ful in eliminating the previous delays 
and uncertainties existing in this phase 
of our appellate system. 

He was a member of the United States 
Judicial Conference; where his influence 
and skill as a jurist were employed to 
aid in the improvement of the entire 
Federal judicial system. 

Judge Stephens was always alert to 
injustice, and his sense of fairness caused 
him to investigate with exacting · thor
oughness each case that came before 
him. His opinions are noted for their 
detail and painstaking examination into 
the technicalities of the law which had 
a bearing on the cases. 

His objectivity and reputation for in
dependent pursuit of the facts and law 
won respect even from those who at 
times disagreed with his conclusions. 

Judge Stephens had a passion for giv
ing every man "his day in court"; and 
his service on the bench is living evidence 
of his philosophy that "those who 
knocked on the door of courts of justice 
should be heard." 

Those of us who knew him personally 
will remember him as a brilliant jurist, 

a warm and understanding friend, and 
a fine, courteous gentleman. I extend to 
Mrs. Stephens, his :fine wife ·and constant 
companion, my profound sympathy in 
her sorrow; but I am sure that her grief 
will be tempered by her memory of this 
great man and his life of distinguished 
service and devotion to the principles of 
American justice. 

The judge's passing not only leaves a 
void in our hearts, but also leaves on 
the appellate bench a vacancy that will 
be hard to :fill,-for he was truly a man 
who left his mark upon the history of 
our land. 

TWO HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY 
OF BIRTH OF NATHAN HALE 

Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, I desire 
to invite the attention of Senators to the 
fact that on June 6, next Monday, Con
necticut will celebrate the 200th anni
versary of the birth of Nathan Hale. 

Nathan Hale, born in South Coventry, 
Conn., on June 6, 1755, was a distin
guished citizen of my State. This 
youthful hero of the Revolutionary War 
has been an inspiration to generations 
of Americans. It was he who, as he was 
about to be hanged, with his hands tied 
behind his back, uttered to his British 
captors that immortal sentence, "I only 
regret that I have but one life to lose for 
my country." 

I ask unanimous consent that an ar
ticle entitled "Nathan Hale Set Supreme 
Example of Patriotism for All Ameri
cans,'' published in the New Haven 
<Conn.) Register of May 22, .1955, be 
printed in the REc<;>RD at this point fol
lowing these remarks. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
Two HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OF BIRTH~ 

NATHAN HALE SET SUPREME EXAMPLE OF 

PATRIOTISM FOR ALL AMERICANS 

Numerous Connecticut communities, in
cluding New Haven, will note the 200th anni
versary of the birth of Nathan Hale in June 
with exercises at which civic and historical 
organizations will pay homage to the youth
ful martyr-hero who unflinchingly gave his 
life for his country during the Revolution. 

It is difficult as we roam through pages of 
history to come upon a person as dauntlessly 
fearless of death and as true to an ideal as 
was Nathan Hale. He was a key figure in one 
of the most remarkable epochs in the his
tory of mankind-the rise of the American 
Nation. He represents the exemplification 
of youth, loyalty, and heroism. 

B9rn in South Coventry on June 6, 1755., 
he ·was raised in a home where love of God 
and freedom were considered main factors in 
human existence. At Yale he distinguished 
himself as a leader and graduated in 1773. 

His first job was teaching in the district 
school in East Haddam. Not long afterward 
he went to New London to teach in the 
Union School. One day, late in April 1775, 
a post rider galloped into New London with 
the news of the fight at Lexington. That 
night Hale gave a rousing speech in defense 
of liberty at Miner's Tavern. 

WENT TO CAMBRIDGE 

When the tempest of the Revolution was 
gathering force he left the schoolroom and 
enlisted in the 7th Connecticut Regiment, 
which went to Cambridge. General Wash
ington later sent the regiment .to New York. 
Hale rose to captain in Knowlton's Rangers. 

Following the Battle of Long Island, Gen
eral Washington needed accurate data as to 

the · probable future action · of the British 
commander, General Howe. He asked. for a 
volunteer td go behind the British lines to 
get that information, and Hale volunteered. 
In accepting the mission of spy, Hale said: 

"For a year I have been attached to the 
Army, and have not rendered any material 
service while receiving a compensation for 
which I make · no return. I think I owe my 
country the accomplishment of an object so 
important and so much desired by the com
mander of her armies." 

Accordingly, disguised as a schoolmaster 
whose sympathies were with the British and 
instructed to write his notes in Latin and 
conceal them in his shoes, Hale set ·out for 
Long Island, being rowed across the Sound 
and landing in Huntington. 

After accomplishing his mission of getting 
plans and drawing sketches of the British 
fortifications Hale tried to get back to the 
American lines. He reached the shore suc
cessfully and in the twilight saw a boat not 
far away. Hale waved to it and drew near . 
but instead of patriots it bore sailors of the 
British warship' Nigar. 

SENTENCED TO HANG 

Taken to New York, Hale was searched 
and the papers found. Brought before Gen
eral Howe the hero revealed his mission and 
identity and was sentenced to be hanged. 

The night before the execution Hale asked 
for a clergyman and a Bible, and both were 
denied. At dawn, the 21-year-old youth 
faced his death courageously and unafraid 
and uttered the words known to every school 
boy in America, "I only regret that I have 
but one life to lose for my country." 

In New Haven, at the statue of Hale, in 
front of Connecticut Hall where he rooxned 
as a student, exercises will be held · by the 
university and the General David Humphreys 
branch of the Sons of th.e American Revo
lution on Friday; June 3. 

The following day, June 4, the historic 
Hale homestead in South Coventry where 
Hale was born will be the scene -of the most 
elaborate·ceremonies planned. Hale's home
stead was restored by the late Geerge Dud
ley Seymour, of New Haven. 

Also planned are ceremonies in East Had
dam at the school where Hale taught; in 
New London where he also taught in the 
schoolhouse now located in Ye Ancient Cem
etery; in Hartford at the statue of Hale in 
front of the public library; and in Norwalk 
at the site of the Nathan Hale fountain 
where the hero started his spy mission, cross
ing Long Island Sound. 

MANY HALE ITEMS 

Members of the State legislature in Hart
ford are expected to pay homage to Hale 
during the anniversary week. A statue of 
him stands in the rotunda of the State Cap
itol and many rare Hale items are in the 
State library. 

Out-of-State exercises are planned in New 
York City and Washington, D. C. 

In New York exercises will take place on 
the site where Hale was tried and the proba
ble place where he was hanged. The trial by 
the British took place in what is now ~he 
fashionable Beekman Hill district, and the 
hangin.g on the East Side site not far from 
there. The exact location of the execution, 
however, is not known, although many au
thorities believe it to be the site of the United 
Nations Building. 

In the Nation's Capital, before a statue of 
Nathan Hale located on the south side of the 
Department of Justice, Constitution Avenue 
near Ninth Street, high Government officials 
from Connecticut will hold brief ceremonies. 

This statue was dedicated iri April 1948. 
At that time Louis L. Hemingway; of New 
Haven, placed ·a wreath at the bae;e of the 
monument, and Charles Seymour, then pres
ident of Yale, made the presentation address. 

Dr. Seymour will give the principal address 
this year in South Coventry. The address of 
welcome will be delivered by Gov. Abraham 
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Ribicoff. The Reverend Joseph H. Twichell 
will give the invocation and the Reverend 
Truman O. Ireland, the benediction. 

COVENTRY PROGRAM 

· A highlight of the program will be the ded
ication of a Revolutionary flag with a brief 
.address on behalf of Yale students, by Ed
ward Kent, chairman of the Yale News. Two 
noted Nutmeg fife and drum corps will pro
vide music, the Mattatuck drum band of Wa
terbury, one of the oldest in the Nation, and 
the Stony Creek fife and drum corps. A flag 
raising will be conducted by a color guard 
from the Governor's foot guard, and songs of 
the Revolutionary period, including one 
written by Timothy Dwight before he became 
president of Yale in 1795, will be rendered by 
a group of Yale students. 

Members of the Antiquarian and Land
marks Society of Connecticut, sponsors of 
the event, with Orrin P. Kilbourn, of West 
Simsbury, chairman, will add color to the 
festivities by dressing in authentic costumes 
of the period. 

In New Haven the Reverend Harris Starr, 
former president of Gen. David Humph
reys Branch, SAR, will give the benediction 
at the Hale statue at Yale. Two outstanding 
Yale students of the senior class, one from 
the Army ROTC and one from the Navy 
ROTC, who have won SAR medals, will lay a 
wreath at the base of the hero's statue. 
George Kebabian, president of the SAR, is in 
charge of the Elm City exercises. 

The courage and patriotism of Nathan 
Hale has been cited by President Eisenhower 
in a letter commending the forthcoming an
niversary. The text of President Eisenhow
er's letter which was sent to Kilbourn, fol
lows: 

"Please convey my greetings and good 
wishes to all celebrating the 200th anniver
sary of the birth of Nathan Hale. 

"The courage and the words of this young 
patriot of the Revolutionary War are signifi
cant in American history. His story provides 
a supreme example of the willingness of an 
individual to risk death and to sacrifice him
self for the common good, a quality essential 
to the strength and preservation of a nation. 
I hope this anniversary will serve to remind 
citizens throughout our country of this fact. 

"Sincerely, 
"DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER." 

DELINQUENT TAXPAYERS 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, on · 

February 4, 1955, as appears in the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD on page 1166, I re
f erred to an inquiry to the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue in which I had re
quested an itemized breakdown of all de
linquent taxes as of December· 31, 1954; 
It developed that prior to that time such 
data had never been compiled, but that 
for the first time the Bureau was then in 
the process of tabulating this informa
tion under a newly installed accounting 

system. This information has been re
ceived, and, as was previously announced, 
it showed total delinquencies of $1,614,-
494,286, representing 1,725,474 different 
accounts. While it is thought that this 
represents an all-time high in delinquent 
accounts, in the absence of a previous 
tabulation a comparison is not available. 

In order that in the future Congress 
can determine the trend of these tax de
linquencies, I ask unanimous consent to 
have incorporated in the body of the 
RECORD a letter signed by Mr. 0. Gordon 
Delk, Acting Commissioner, giving a 
breakdown of the $1,614,494,286 by class 
of tax, followed by a chart showing a 
further breakdown of these delinquent 
accounts by districts. With this tabula
tion, Congress can in the future deter
mine not only the trend of delinquent 
accounts, but also the relative positions 
of the different collection districts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
McNAMARA in the chair). Is there ob
jection? 

There being no objection, the letter 
and tabulation were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, March 14, 1955. 

Hon. JOHN J; WILLIAMS, 
United S-tates Senate, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: On December 28, 1954, 

we informed you that we would have more 
complete information as to our delinquent 
account position as of December 31, 1954, as 
the result of changes in our accounting sys
tem and reporting methods. 

That information has now been obtained 
and tabulated. It shows that we had 1,725,-
474 accounts in formal delinquent status on 
December 31, and that the amount involved 
was $1,614,494,286. These accounts were di
vided according to class of tax through which 
the liability arose as follows: 

Class of tax 

Individual income _________ _ 
Corporation income ________ _ 
'l'axes withheld ____________ _ 
Excise taxes ________________ _ 
Estate and gift ____ _________ _ 
Unemployment ____ ________ _ 
Carriers ____________________ _ 

Total. _______________ -

Number 

1,249,292 
26, 158 

357,315 
58, 171 
1,455 

32,844 
239 

1,725,474 

Amount 

$936,100,234 
321, 102, 437 
233,551,540 
70,115,910 

-33, 113, 404 
17,681,679 
2,829,082 

1,614,494,286 

We are enclosing a photostat which shows 
not only how these 1,725,474 accounts are 
divided as to class of tax, but also how many 
of each are found in each district. 

The list of delinquent accounts includes 
both active and inactive accounts. The lat
ter are those on which collection activity has 
been deferred pending the outcome of court 

decision, audit examination, or other con
tingent action. There are 276,586 such ac
counts involving $552,238,441, or 16 percent 
of all accounts in delinquent status and 34 
percent of all the liability for these accounts. 
These accounts are inactive and are not in 
the hands of our collection officers for col
lection. The following table shows the break
down of these inactive accounts by classi
fication: 

Classification 

Offer in compromise cases ____ _ 
Proof of claim cases __________ _ 
Audit adjustment cases ______ _ 
Tax Court cases pending _____ _ 
Postponement bond and es-

crow agreement cases _______ _ 
Military cases ________ ________ _ 
Foreign cases _________________ . 

Number 

40,495 
55,937 
61,570 
1,763 

797 
109,979 

6,045 

Total.._________________ 276,586 

Amount 

$193, 585, 254 
145, 277. 879 
120, 167, 299 
35, 751, 745 

28. 832,409 
14,763,588 
13,860,267 

552,238,441 

"Offer in compromise" cases are those on 
which collection activity has been deferred 
awaiting action on the offers. 

"Proof of claim". cases are claims against 
estates in probate, and corporations or indi
viduals in bankruptcy. The collection or 
settlement of these cases must await the 
outcome of the pending action. 

"Audit adjustment" cases. are those on 
which collection activity has been deferred 
until the examination of the taxpayer's re
turn has been completed. 

"Tax Court cases pending" are those in 
which collection activity htµ; been deferred 
pending court decision . . 

"Postponement bond and escrow agree
ment" cases are those in which taxpayers 
have put up bonds or entered into escrow 
agreements to guarantee ultimate settle
ment. 

"Military" cases are accounts owed by per
sons now, or on the latest available infor
mation, in the military service. The pay
ment of these accounts has been deferred by 
law on the grounds of hardship such pay
ment would put upon the debtors. 

"Foreign" cases are all of those with ad
dresses in foreign countries and which are 
collected through the State Department 
rather ·than by collection officers. 

For your further information we are en
closing a photostat showing how these cases 
are spread among the 64 districts. 

In addition to the accounts in formal de
linquent status we find that on December 31, 
1954, there were 382,150 accounts amounting 
to $207,153,556 which were of delinquent age 
but which had not been formally moved into 
the delinquent classification. Generally 
these accounts were in process of being 
brought into formal delinquent status under 
the new accounts system. 

The data presented in this letter are the 
first compiled under the revised system of 
accounting for outstanding delinquent 
accounts. 

Very truly yours, 
0. GORDON DELK, 
Acting Commissioner. 

Inventory of taxpayers' delinquent accounts by class of tax as of Dec. 31, 195.J, 

Summary I 
Withholding individual Individual .ncome tax Corporation income tax income tax 

Internal Revenue, regions and districts 1 

Number Amount Number Amount 
Nnmbtt I Amount Number I Amount 

-
Boston region ____________________________________ 

95,452 $70, 446, 867 21,931 $15, 313, 081. 01 66,608 $36, 871, 940. 61 1,639 $14,065,541.83 
Augusta (Maine) ____________________________ 3,478 2,582,660 1,001 519,900.24 2,100 1, 189, 299. 12 55 535,804.58 Boston (Mass.) ______________________________ 57,082 41,306.294 13,851 10, 381, 003. 84 38,827 20, 151, 784. 02 1,065 8,485,162.03 
Burlington (Vt.) _______________________ ; ;_; __ 1,424 644,129 570 216,620.92 708 282,843.19 16 17,623.25 
Hartford (Conn.) ____________________________ 22,554 15,271,158 3,869 2, 698, 024. 06 17,375 9,614, 242.15 333 2, 217, 377. 75 Portsmouth (N. H.) _________ ____ ____________ 2,854 . 3,252,731 940 419,090.32 1,711 1, 465, 480. 61 46 1, 152, 741. 76 
Providence (R. I.>------~-------------------- 8,060 7,389,895 1,700 1, 078, 441. 63 5,887 4, 168, 291. 52 · 124 1, 656, 833. 46 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Inventory of taxpayers' delinquent· accounts by class of' tax· a--s· of "Dee. 31;·195,4-Continueci 

Summary Withholding Individual . Individual Income tax Corporation income tax income tax 
Internal Revenue, regions and districts 1 

Number Amount Number A.mount Number A.mount Numl>er Amount 

New York region _______________________________ _ 253,954 $4.69, 723, 965 . 81,382 $63, 810; 4.54.10 ' 14.5, 165 $269, 037, 300. 03 8,057 $105, 800, 318. 05 

Albany (14.th N. Y.>---~------- - ------------- 13,822 15,061,055 4,215 3, 215~ 781. 50 8, 286 7,625,453.17 239 3,085,817. 29 
Brooklyn (1st N. Y.) __________ _____ _____ ____ 88,274 · 106, 522, 490 26,584 17,101,259.12 54,170 60, 904, 062. 05 2,012 16, 978; 002. 36 
Buffalo (28th N. Y.) _________ _____________ ___ 21,869 12,368,574 4,266 2,184,547.53 16,333 7, 206, 628. 22 184 2, 159, 434. 13 
Puerto Rico ___ ______ ______ __ ______ . --------- - 2,020 273,843 1,173 137, 688_. 06 · 490 126,556.38 

.r 2,707 · Lower Manhattan (2d N. Y.) _____________ ___ 48, 155 171, 309, 518 20,161 16, l,15, 345. 69 20,601 . 102, 827, 332. 99 · 46, 789, 577. 59 
Syracuse (21st N •. Y.) __ ___ . ______ ____________ _ 12,486 5,650,017 2,801 - 1, 426, 107. 76 8,775 2, 550, 531. 22 76 1, 179, 929. 32 
Upper Manhattan (3d N, Y.) _______________ _ 67,328 158, 538, 468 22,182 23, 569, 724. 44 36,510 87, 796, 736. 00 2,839 - 35,607,557.36 

Philadelphia region _____________ ----------- --- --- 412,480 294, 629, 132 71,627 50, 619, 128. 85 315,615 149, 851,140.02 6,752 61,848,441.20 

Baltimore 2 (Md. and D. C.) ________________ 120,870 · 68, 663, 284 11,349 5, 872, 262. 18 ·105, 762 39, 118, 121. 93 845 20, 710, 973. 84 
. Camden (1st N.·J.>------~ - ------------------ 16,986 · 10, 638, 7!!0 3, 271 · · 1, 881, 907: 63 12,675 6, 205, 807. 73 201 1,401, 191. 17 

Newarl,:: (5th N. J.) _________________________ _ . 122,953 92,962,952 33,143 22, 327, 854. 61 76,098 41, 472, 566. 86 4,829 . 20, 408, 396. 1.0 
Philadelphia (1st Pa.) __________ _____________ 95,824. 63, 4.50, 4.20 16,991 15,027,004.90 74,363 42, 436, 595. 51 366 2,916,008. 74 
:Pittsburgh (23d Pa.) ____________________ _____ 40,973 28,955,774 4,473 3, 532, 908. 04. 3"5, 022 13, 699, 600. 06 301 10, 666, 9'10. 09 Scranton (12th P.a.) __________________ ___ __ ___ 9,414 7,948,754 . 1,870 1,687,892. 71 6,970 4,462, 207.33 114. 1,639, 847. 61 Wilmington (~el.) ___________________________ 5,460 22,009,168 530 289,298.78 4,725 2, 456, 240. 60 96 .4, 705, Q53. 65 

Cinc~ati region_ - -----"-------------- - - ---- ---- 179,676 132, 948, 093 24,579 14,575,703.54 ·.145, 960 85, 386, 231. 51 1,999 25,104, 137. 10 

Cincinnati (1st Ohio) _________ ; ________ :. _____ 26,545 15,128,835 3, 248 i, 719, 632. 66 22,499 ·10, 497, 806. 71 160 1, 569, 955. 35 
Cleveland (i8th- Ohio) ______________________ 49,84.1 42,963,755 7,537 5,097,657.02 39,960 27, 208, 079. 68- 860 9, 001, 421. 33 .Columbus (11th. Ohio) ___________________ ____ 13,054 6,652,735 1,056 535,523.45 11,591 5, 145, 082. 32 66 742, 474. 58 Toledo (10th Ohio) __________________________ · 6,072 3,317,067 873 376,266. 02 4,925 2, 147, 669. 99 66 685,057.88 
Indianapalis (Ind.)_-----------· -- ------ -- -- - 23,475 19,133,272 3,255 2,376,987.18 19,039" 8, 728, 036. 05 285, 6, 431, 868. 19 
Louisville (Ky.) _________ ___ ______ .., __ _______ _ 12,161 11,834,161 1,654 775-, 113. 74 · 9,476 8, 205, 003. 98 123 2, 219, 136. 32 
Parkersburg (W. Va.) ____ .: __ __________ ______ 15,917 12,931,609 2,822 1, 712, 535. 21 11,942 9, 798, 088. 97 174 914,675.92 

· Richmond (Va.) ____________ ._ ________________ 32,611 20,986,659 4,134 1, 981,'988. 26 26,528 13, 656, 463. 81 265 3, 539, 547. 53 

Atlant~ region _____ : _________ -··-------·-····--· - 134,578 139, 122, 640 29,100 13, 107, 197. 3~ 93,547 98,959, 567 .. 08 1,463 15, 123,947.02 ----
Atlanta (Ga.) ___________________ ------------- 26,021 20,972,739 4,432 1, 806, 171. 93 19,737. 14, 264, 823. 16 259 2, 096, 883. 54 

· ~~~J~cs. it~:::::::::::·::::::::::::::: 19,506 19,488,687 4,275 2,097,487. 26 13,703 12,014, 0'(5. 82 134 3, 434, 738. 89 
14,24.6 7,201, 701 3,385 '930,405.03 9,431 4,695, 179. 23 122 793,553.48 

Greensboro (N .-C.) _________________ --------- 22,459 26,395,319 4,812 1, 839, 036. 66 15, 29,8 18, 848, "543. 85 231 4,486, 037.1.7 

}:~~:~v<sfe1iia~5::::::::::::::::::~:~:::::: 
5,563 4, '(17, 712 1,382 604,946.65 3,612 2, 567, 183. 64 63 . 1, 002, 705. 10 

31,020 47,883,435 7,414 4, 194, 076. 60 20,700 37,469, 907. 90 474. 2, 347, 203. 18 
Nashville (Tenn.)_---------~---------------- 15,763 12,463,047 3,400 1, 635,.073.18 11,066 9, 099, 853. 4~ 180 962,825. 66 

Chicago region·------------~-----·-···---·------- 241,495 152, 141, 051 38,927 22, 825, 542. 32 190,592 85, 208, 093. 78 2.110 32. 309, 386. 94 
' , Chicago (1st Ill.) _____________________________ 136,532 81,659,860 20,091 11, 988, 780. 05 110,700 43 360, 110. 15 1,087 19, 443, 705. 86 Springfield (8th Ill.) _____________________ ____ 14,192 9,101.127 4,183 1,724,207.43 13,573 5,487,723.59. 132 · 644, 411. 24 

Detroit (Mich.) _____________ ~-------·---~--- - 68,809 44,787,225 11,163 7,517,298.65 53,£97 25, 812, 7()0. 00 616 8, 651, 278. 82 
Milwaukee (Wis-)-----·-------·------------ 16~ 962 16,592,839 3,490 1, 595, 256. 19 12,422 10, 547,560. 04 275 3, 569, 991. 02 

' Omaha region ___________ . _________________________ 68,671 . 64, 041, 543 15,~4 - 7, 522, 029: 56 48,188 39,447,348. 6~ 884 12, 788, 008. 38 
Abe;deen (S. Dak.) ________________ ~ ______ : __ 3,692 1, 255,504 690 267, 908.,5!} 2,195 m:m:~ 13 62,609. 11 

gh~~~1:%WoJ~}_-::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2,445 1,629,689 "657 240,571.49 1,619 31 112,518.24 
9,888 7,552.576 2,438 1, 164, 550. 95 6; 619 5, 201, 092. 59 87 606,483.92 

Des Moines (Iowa)_------------------------- 5,810 9,737,729 1,665 719,858.27 3,623 6, 873, 829. 83 li7 1, 878, 049. 92 Fargo (N. Dak.) _______________ _: _____________ 2,352 1,353,482 800 · 296, 884. 50 1,373 838,-528. 98 34 97,421.67 Kansas City (6th Mo.) __________ _. ___________ 8,155 9,021,864 1,64.-l 828,344.28 5,993 5,754,404.42 121 2, 208, 771. 04 

~~~~7tJ~t~:==========-=============~= 
11,539 12,267,505 1,739 842, i20. 44 9,025 7, 952, 304. 53 190 2, 999, 403. 71 
3,932 4,180,447 748 510,734.06 2,908 2, 587, 076. 21 64 755, 003.04 

10,916 · 9,725,868 2,807 1, 802, 585. 97 7,219 4, 903, 164. 4.8 157 1,670,582. 68 Wichita (Kans.) _____________________________ 10,542 7,316,879 2,216 848,471.01 7,614. 3, 800, 244. 90 70 2, 397, 165. 05 

Dallas region __ • _________ : _________ - --- ___ ;..~--- - 94,081 75,608,535 24,428 11, 746,689.73 61,904 45, 632, 858. 86 943 12, 009, 814. 60 
Albuquer_que (N. Mex.) ____________________ _ 5,491 2,824,810 1,822 705,144.71 3,308 1, 815, 596. 30 30 129,632. 83 
Austin (1st Tex.)._-------------------------- 22,355 20,202,903 5,111 2, 740, 083. 94 15,514 12, 801, 896. 85 260 3, 076, 651. 87 
Dallas (2d Tex.)_---------------------------- 31,244 23,748,778 8,694 4, 663, 513. 26 20,247 14,326,097. 22 241 3, 052, 389. 71 Little Rock (Ark.) ___________________________ 5,431 2,315,863 1,683 418,331.27 3,257 1, 549, 544. 53 52 143,042.67 New Orleans (La.) ____ _______________________ 19,566 17,472,965 4,087 1,637, 780. 76 13,680 10, 290, 855. 03 244 3, 621, 318. 60 Oklahoma City (Okla.) ______________________ 9,994 9,043,216 3,031 1, 581, 835. 79 5,898 4, 84.8, 868. 93 116 1, 986, 778. 92 

San Fra~cisco region. ___________________________ 
24.5, 087 215, 832, 461 49,937 34, 031, 713. 74. 181,713 125, 705, 753. 61 2,311 42, 052, 842. 20 

_ Boise (Idaho) _______________________________ 
3,115 2,083,834 1,012 454,040. 29 1,829 1, 081, 854. 77 23 355,683. 30 Helena (Mont.) ______________________________ 3,214 2,863,290 1,027 426,447. 09 1,951 2, 057, 991. 72 36 65,879.30 

Honolulu (Hawaig- _ ------------------------ 4,682 4, 620,939 1,167 756,564.36 3,052 2, 380, 633. 16 45 1, 196, 419. 24. Los Angeles (6th alif.) ______________________ 86,733 88,047,147 15,654 12, 546, 086. 15 66,491 43,038,017.62 955 26, 675, 012. 28 San Francisco (1st Calif.) ___________________ _ 85,750 66,858,096 16,764 10, 184, 342: 93 64,662 41, 904, 125. 08 726 10, 430, 898. 87 Phoenix (Ariz.) _____________________________ _ 8,957 5,510,061 1,953 1, 251, 672. 28 6,447 3, 468, 462. 70 66 226,019.70 Portland (Oreg,) __________________ . ______ :,_ -- - 14, 799 15,351,352 3,771 1, 901, 160. 48 10,054 11, 554, 649. 66 123 1, 035, 802. 33 
Reno (Nev.) ______ -------------------------- - 4,576 6, 043,359 1,376 1, 429, 653. 45 2,873 3, 944, 060. 97 25 247, 283. 46 Salt Lake. City (Utah) _______________________ 5,554 4,649,780 1,603 &89, 3,72: 27 3,649 3, 251, 479. 12 43 -260, 892. 44 Seattle (Wash.) _____________________________ 27,707 19,804,603 5,610 4,192,374.44 20,705 13,024,478.81 269 1, 558, 951. 28 

Total _____________________________ 
1,725,474 1, 614, 494, 287 357,315 233, 551, 540. 16 1,249,292 936, 100, 234. 14 26, 158 321, 102, 437. 32 

Excise taxes Estate and gilt taxes Carriers (CT A) Unemployment (FUT A) 
Internal Revenue, regions and districts t 

Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount 

Boston region ___________________________________ 
3,273 $2, 615, 242. 78 14 $264, 642. 21 1 $1.39 1,986 $1, 316, 416. 63 

Augusta (Maine) _________________ 
177 191,481.19 1 665. 35 ------- ------------- 144 145,509.77 Boston (Mass.) _____________________________ 2,128 1, 439, 090. 86 4 3,324.45 ------------ ------------------ 1,207 845,929.01 Burlington (Vt.) _____________________________ 
76 10,392.68 5 92,186.48 --------- ------------------ 49 24., 462. 48 

Hartford (Conn.).-------------------------- 614 608,401.03 ----------2 145,986.58 --------1 363 133,113.01 Portsmouth (N. H.) _________________________ 78 27,748.84 1. 39 76 41,681.50 Providence ·(R. !.) ___________________________ 200 338,128.18 2 22,479.35 ------------ ------------------ 147 125,720.86 
New York region ________________________________ 

10,596 17,581,470.52 258 7, 090, 284. 00 35 1, 725, 833. 07 8,461 4, 678, 305. 23 

Albany (14th N. Y.) _________________________ 571 616,813.18 47 173,283.81 ------- ------------------ 464 283,906.05 
Brooklyn (1st N. Y.) ____________ ___ ________ _ 3,005 3, 350, 304. 94 184 6, 756, 103. 72 __.,. ____ .,. ___ ,.. 

------....... --- ------ 2,319 1, 432, 757. 81 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Excise taxea . Estate and gift taxes Carriers (CT A) Unemployment (FUT A) 

Internal Revenue, regions and districts I 
Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount 

New York region-continued 
Buffalo (28th N. Y.) ___________ .____________ 678 $529,733.48 10 $121,009.40 ------------ -------··-··------
Puerto Rico ______________ ------·------------ ------------ ------- -- ---- ----- -------·---- ----·-·-- -- - - ---- - - ----------- - ------ - ---- - - - - --
Lower Manhattan (2d N. Y,)________________ 2,208 ., 068, 165. 58 3 1,907. 74 1 $134,640.86 
Syracuse (21st N. Y,>---------------~-------- 575 . 329,334.32 14 37,979.33 ---·-··----- ------ -- ----------
Upper Manhattan (3d N. Y.)________________ 3,559 8,687,119.02 ------------ ------------------ 34 1,591,192.21 

398 $167,221.24 
357 9,598.56 

2,474 1,372,547.55 
245 126,135.05 

2,204 1, 286, 138. 97 

Philadelphia region______________________________ 10,826 -11, 640,711.58 475 16,667,529.59 17 60,345.66 7,168 3, 941, 835. 10 
1----·1------·1-----1-------1-----1-------1-----1------

Baltimore 2 (Md. and D. 0,)________________ 1,945 1,680,546.42 69 856,957.94 4 2,860.42 
Camden (1st N. J .) __________________________ 681 926,132.04 3 14, 867. 09 
Newark (6th N. J.) __________________________ 4,230 6,135,233.88 358 862,868. 58 
Philadelphia (1st Pa.)_______________________ 3, .078 2,199,649.84 3 197,777.08 
Pittsburgh (23d Pa.)_________________________ 735 432,000.37 35 366,281.64 _______ (-2. 26) 

896 421,561.27 
255 208,874.34 

4,295 1, 766, 031. 97 
1,023 673,483.93 

407 268,016.06 
261 Scranton (12th Pa.)__________________________ 194

63 
71,545.63 2 29,816.26 13 67,487.50 

Wilmington (Del.)----------·---------·-·---- l====,l===19=6=, 7=03=·=50=l=====6=l==1=4,=34=8=, 96=2.=00=J:=--=--=-=--=-=--=-=-I=--=-=--=-=--=·=--=--=-=--=-=-! l====I====== 

599,958.06 
41 13,909.47 

Cincinnati region________________________________ 4, 767 5,425,026. 96 73 1,283,836. 08 524.02 2,291 1, 172, 633. 79 
1----·1------·1-----1-------1-----1-------1-----1------

Cincinnati (1st Ohio)________________________ 448 474,664.94 7 802,411.28 
Cleveland (18th Ohio)_______________________ 1,044 1,322,072.81 19 159,530.78 
Columbus (11th Ohio)_______________________ 184 148,362.46 6 22,384.42 
Toledo (10th Ohio)__________________________ 148 54,136.50 4 37,482.92 
Indianapolis (Ind.)__________________________ 710 1,297,429.37 21 198,605.00 
Louisville (Ky.~_____________________________ 542 371,839. 37 1 2,663.28 
Parkersburg (W. Va.)_______________________ 675 215,908.41 5 49,947. 16 
Richmond (Va.)--------------~----.:.--------- 1,116 1,540, 714.11 10 10,811. 24 

5 - 516. 47 

------------ ------------------
2 7.55 

183 64,464.06 
416 174,476.91 
151 58,907.78 

56 16,454.69 
165 100,346.21 
365 260,404.31 
397 240,445.78 
558 257,134.05 

l====:l=======l=====l=======l=====l=======l=====I====== 
Atlanta region ___________________________________ · 6,905 7,879,926.57 95 1,719,893.85 153 I, 004, 983. 99 3,315 1, 327, 124. 18 

1.,.----1-------1-----1-------1-----1-------1-----1------
A.tlanta (Ga.)----------~------ · -------------- 1, 078429 1,487, 627. 75 13 176, 457. 91 123 1,001, 612. 92 
Birmingham (Ala.)__________________________ 1,071,143.42 13 669,543.68 ------------ ------------------
Columbia (8. C.) _____________________ .:______ 956 585,019. 75 10 49,290.51 
Greensboro (N. C.)__________________________ 1,685 987,165.40 13 66,712.55 

. Jackson (Miss.>-----------------------~------ 388 511,593.05 
Jacksonville (Fla.)___________________________ 1, ~~ 2, 782, 645. 89 
Nashville (Tenn.)_------------------------- - 454,831. 31 

37 597, 453. 20 24 895. 56 
9 170, 436. 10 6 2,475. 51 

408 139,261.79 
599 201,698.03 
342 148,253.00 
520 177,823.37 
118 31,283.56 

1,013 491,252.67 
315 137,551.76 

1===='1=======1====01=======1=====1=======1=====1====== 
Chicago region___________________________________ 7,043 9, 461,759.89 98 968,190.98 13 35,588.05 2,712 1, 332, 489. 04 

1----·1-------1-----1-------1-----1-------1-----1-------
Chlcago (1st ID,)_____________________________ 3,260 5,734,844.97 
Springfield (8th m.) _ ________________________ 902 593, 923. 50 
Detroit (Mich.)______________________________ 2,383 2,450,056.50 
Milwaukee (Wis.)___________________________ 498 682,934.92 

46 318,712.39 11 35,571.93 
22 471,096.04 1 3. 75 
22 90,838.96 1 12.37 
8 87,543.69 ------------ --- ------ ----- ----

1,337 778,134.65 
379 179,761.45 
727 265,039.70 
269 109,553.24 

l====,1=======1=====1=======1=====1=======1=====1======= 
-Omaha region____________________________________ 2,688 2,884,741.03 69 714,036.75 ------------ -- --- -- ----- --- --- 1,448 685,378.64 

1----·1------·1-----1-------1-----1-------1-----1-------
~~=~= \~~:v-------=-================ 1

: 
1
~: :~~: :i 8 468,385.99 ______________ _______________ _ 

· ~:~~~~1c1~~ii ===============:========== ~: ~rn :~:: : 
1

~: ~: :~ ============ ================== Fargo (N. Dak.)_____ __ ______________________ 98 101,463.11 4 5,658.49 ____________ ------------------
Kansas City (6th Mo.) __________ .____________ 250 136,137. 41 8 37,993.98 _____________________________ _ 
St. Louis (1st Mo.)__________________________ 361 284,752.64 5 56,658.11 _____________________________ _ 
Omaha (Nebr.)______________________________ 146 217,887.37 4 71,534.39 _____________________________ _ 

44 14,.292. 23 
31 7,891.93 

316 154,625.90 
116 61,077.71 
43 13,535.25 

139 56,212.87 
219 132,265.57 
62 38,211.93 

289 126,435.02 St. Paul (Minn.)____________________________ 438 1,187,377.16 6 35,722.69 ____________ - -----------------

. Wichita (Kans.) -- --------- ------------------ 1===4=38=1====15=9=, 228=·=04=1 :===1=5=1====20=, =93=9=. 7=7=1 =·-=-=--=-·=-=--=-=-11=-·=-=--=-=· -=-=--=·=--=· -=-=-1====:I====== 189 90,830.23 

Dallas region _____________________________________ , ___ 4,_6_21_, 
1 
__ 4_, 2_1_3,_266_. _67_

1 
____ 1_04_

1 
____ 11_2_, 044_._14_

1 
_____ 4_

1 
_____ 53_7._3_1_

1 
_____ , _____ _ 2,077 1, 293, 323. 69 

Albuquerque (N. Mex.)_____________________ 239 122,049.33 3 16,428.13 
Austin (1st Tex.)____________________________ 943 1,227,753.58 29 74,782.31 
Dallas (2d Tex.)_____________________________ 1, 406 889, 500. 00 39 403, 672. 93 
Little Rock (Ark.)___________________________ 321 161,217. 76 

- 2 113.80 
2 423. 51 

89 35,958.70 
498 281,734.45 
615 413,491.08 
116 43,303.26 
479 310,265.96 New Orleans (La.) ________ .,______ ____________ 1,044 1,398,796.87 32 213,947. 78 

Oklahoma City (Okla.) -------;- --------------1===668='1===41=3=, 9=4=9.=1=3 =1====1=1====3=, =21=2=. 99=1=--=-=--=-·=-=·-=·=-11=--=·=--=-=--=·=--=-=--=-=--=-l====:I====== 280 208,570.24 

San Francisco region ____________________ :-________ 
1 
___ 7,_4_52_

1 
___ s_,_41_3_, 7_6_3._53_

1 
____ 21_9_

1 
___ 3,_6_92_, _94_6_. o_s_

1 
____ 9_

1 
____ 1,_26_s_. 83_

1 
____ 

1 
_____ _ 3,386 1,934,173. 01 

Boise (Idaho)________________________________ 209 118,267.55 4 57, 739, 24 
Helena (Mont.)______________________________ 152 289,620. 76 11 13,131.67 
Honolwu (Hawaii). _________________________ 247 145,697. 76 
Los Angeles (6th Calif.)______________________ 2,188 3,457,766. 60 
San Francisco (1st Calif.).___________________ 2,646 2,414, 653. 25 
Phoenix (Ariz.)______________________________ 272 261,234. 76 
Portland (Oreg.)_____________________________ 551 693,948.99 
Reno (Nev.) _____________________ : _________ -__ 218 150,845. 04 
Salt Lake City (Utah>------------~---------- 185 110,537. 50 
Seattle (Wash.)._____________________________ 784 771,191.32 

110 1, 480, 338. 75 1 4. 95 
100 1, 510, 987. 82 7 1, 231. 07 
14 169,925.93 ------------ ------------------
12 13,234.99 ------------ ------------------
5 221,145. 97 ------------ ------------------
6 101,335.17 ------------ ------------------

17 125,106.54 1 32. 81 

38 16,248.85 
37 10,219.46 

171 141,624.48 
1,334 849,920.65 

845 411,856.98 
205 132,745.63 
288 152,555.55 
79 50,370.11 
68 36,163.50 

321 132,467.80 
l====:l=======l====cl=======l=====l=======l=====I======= 

Total ________________________ - _ --- - -------- 58, 171 70, 115, 909. 53 1,455 33, 113, 403. 68 239 2, 829, 082. 32 32,844 17,681,679.31 

1 District designation prior to July 1, 1953 shown in parentheses. 
1 Baltimore district includes Maryland and too District of Columbia. 

a Seattle district includes Washington and Alaska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MORSE in the chair). Morning business 
is concluded. 

MUTUAL SECURITY ACT OF 1955 
The Senate resumed the consideration 

of the bill (S. 2090) to amend the Mu
tual Security Act of 1954, and for other 
purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to amendment. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, in 
view of the fact that the amendment 

which I contemplate offering is some
what complicated, and in view · of the 
fact that the distinguished Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] and other mem
bers of the committee wish to study the 
question further, I shall not off er my 
amendment at this time, but will do so 
later in the day. 

Mr. POTIER. Mr. President, I offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk 
a:nd ask to have stated. 

'IJ:le PRESIDING OFFICER. .The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Michigan will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 5, be
ginning with the word ''change", in line 
12, it is proposed to strike out down 
through the period in line 14 and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: "strike 
out '30 percent' and insert in lieu thereof 
'75 percent'." 

On page 13, after the semicolon in line 
6, it is proposed to strike out down 
through the period in line 7 and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: "in the 
next to the last sentence strike out '30 
percent' and insert in lieu thereof '75 
percent'; and delete the last sentence." · 
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Mr. POTTER. Mr. President,. · the of them undeveloped. A part of this 
purpose of my amendment is to rein- program will be devoted to- the develo-p
state the loan features in the develop- ment of the resources of that ·great . 
ment- assistance portion of. the biU. In country.- However, . it is inconceivab-le 
the existing law there is a .provisfon to me that we should refuse to en~r in- , 
that at least 30 percent of the funds to be to a contract o:r agreement with India 
used under title II, or the development providing that the funds to India shall 
assistance portion of the-law,-shall be on be given on a loan basis. 
a loan basis. The committee has deleted The language of the bill gives great 
that provision. The reason given by le.eway for the repayment of the loans. 
the committee in the report for the Tlley may be repaid in local currency 
deletion is that during the past year or in goods, and the time of repayment 
more than 30 percent of the funds dis- can be waived for an indefinite period. 
pensed for this particular iteJ?l_ has bet:!~ In other words, such latitude is given 
on a loan basis; but I submit. tha.t the that the Administrator can enter into a 
reason why more than 3.0 percent of the contract with a nation on an equal basis. 
funds for development assistance was on vVe can make the terms of the contract 
a loan basis was that we had w1·itten in such a way that the contract will not 
into the law that at least. 30 percent put economic pressure on the recipient 
should be on a loan basis. country. I believe the psychological 

I am greatly concerned that by strik- effect of such a provision would be ex
ing this language from the law .we would ceedingly great. 
be taking away from the Administrator The American people have taken great 
the authority to negotiate loan contracts pride in the fact . that because of their 
with recipient countries. economic system and technical know-

It is interesting to note that, on a how they have developed a country of 
dollar basis, the item of development great abundance. However, we must 
assistance is a more or less minor item, reflect on history. We cannot know 
as compared with other items in the whether in another 100 years or 500 
bill. Altogether, the amount involved years, or even 1,000 years, the United 
in development assistance totals. $Hi5 States may be a dependent nation, and 
million, of which $71 million is for Asia. countries with great resources, lil~e India 
Of the $71 million for Asia, $70 million may be nations of abundance. 
is for India. Africa is allocated $73 I know that if we ever found ourselves 
million, and I believe $21 milliqn is auth- in such a position, and had to receive 
orized for South and Central American assistance from another nation, Ameri
countries. The South and Central cans would not want their country to be 
American countries which would receive treated as an object of charity, but would 
the aid would be Bolivia and Guatemala. want America to be treated as an equal 

My amendment would reinstate t.he and as a partner. 
loan feature in the bill, and raise the My amendment would not take one 
loan requirement to 75 percent. The nickel away from the program. It would 
committee felt that the 30 percent re- accomplish the very thing the commit
quirement would act as a deterrent tee felt should be accomplished, namely, 
upon the administration in negotiating bringing more of the dollars authorized 
more loan contracts. That being the by this bill under the loan program. I 
thinking of the Committee on Foreign submit that unless the amendment is 
Relations, I propose to raise the loan adopted, the hands of the administra
requirement to 75 percent. That would tion will be tied in dealing with the re
still leave 25 percent for special cases. cipient countries. It will have to say to 
I am thinking about some of the African them, "Congress ha~ said that you are 
recipient nations, and possibly Guate- not to ask for loans but, rather, that the 
mala, in Central America. money is to be given to you in grants." 

The basic reason for offering this Mr. President, this is a very minor por-
amendment is the psychological effect it tion of the bill. We an know that the 
would have upon recipient nations. My so-called indirect military support pro
experience abroap. has been limited. vided for in the bill, which amounts to 
Nevertheless, I have constantly been more than a billion dollars, is essentially 
questioned about the attitude of the - economic aid. We know that even much 
United States with relation to the re- of the so-called direct military support 
cipient nations. It has bee.n described is in essence economic aid. I am talk
as the attitude of a rich uncle. We have ing about an item which is only 4 .. 7 per
been accQ.sed of adopting a paternalistic cent of the total amount involved in 
attitude toward other nations. That is the bilL It is designated as develop
particularly true with respect to the ment assi'stance or economic assistance. 
countries of South America. They want It amounts to only $165 million. The 
to be partners. There is no better way largest portion of that amount would go 
to develop a partnership than to operate to India. I submit that we would not be 
on a contract basis, between equals. unkind or miserly or stingy if we re
One of the best ways to do that, rather quired that 75 percent of . the $165 mil
than to consider them as dependents, is lion be granted on a loan basis. 
to provide for loans, under a system When I speak of loans I am not speak
whereby we enter into an agreement ing of them as a banker would; neither 
recognizing certain economic difficulties am I speaking of contracts in the sense 
which the other countries may have, but that a business concern would. I am 
placing the transaction on an equal speaking about a contract between na
basis between nations. One of the large tions, when one nation considers the · 
items in the development assistance pro- other nation a partner in the develop-
gram is $70 million, for the great eoun- ment of the resources of an area. I be
try of India. No one will question the lieve we would be doing a great favor to 
fact that India has vast resources, many the countries which would receive the 

assistance-. l believe that is what they 
would want. 

It is interesting to note that when
ever the . Soviet Union aids a country~ 
which has been infrequently-though the 
propaganda machinery magnifies each 
occasion-the aid is given on a loan 
basis. I know. of no . instance of the 
Soviet Union having aided another coun
try except on a loan basis.. Not too long 
ago the-Soviet Union provided steel mills 
for Indj~. A great deal of publicity -ac
companied that action. Throughout the 
Communist world much was heard about 
the gen.erosity of th_e Soviet . Union. 
However, those steel mills were not a gift. 
They were a loan. · 

I well -recall when India asked for · 
wheat. It asked for wheat on a loan 
basis. ''oh; no;·· we said~ "we will give . 
it to you.u 

Mr. President~ that is not the way to 
make friends. One of the greatest criti
cisms )eveled against the United States 
in its international dealings is that it is 
a wealthy country, and that it tries to 
buy people and nations. We know we 
have no designs on other nations other 
than to seek. their friendships. Whether 
it be an individual or a nation, we can
not buy friendship. We secure friend
ship by mutual respect, We secure 
friends by dealing with them as equals. 

By eliminating the loan features from 
the bill we are, in effect, saying to a 
recipient country, "No, we will not deal 
with you as an equal. You are a de
pendent. You wiII always be a depend
ent. Therefore we will give this money 
to you. Le_t us take care of you." . 

I submit that my amendment should 
be adopted, and I wish to ask the dis
tinguished chairman of the committee, 
who has contributed so much to the 
development of our foreign policy, to take 
the amendment to conference. I have 
no pride of authorship so far as the 
figure of 75, percent is concerned. Per
haps the percentage should be 50 per~ 
cent, or 90 percent. But I submit that 
Congress would make a grave mistalce if 
it passed the bill after striking out the 
loan features of the economic aid pro
visions. 

I have talked with some of the mem
bers of ·the administration about the 
question, and there has been a division in 
their ranks on the point of whether aid 
should be extended ·on a.. loan or on a 
grant basis. I am sure the Senate will 
find that this-amendment would not be 
strenuously opposed, but would be re
ceived wholeheartedly_ by certain mem-

-bers of the administration who work in 
this field. · 

I know that in the hearings before 
the co~mittee the question was dis
cussed, and it was the wisdom of the 
committee that this provision should be 
deleted from the bill. In the bill of last 
year there was a provision under which 
the percentage of loans was the highest 
ever attained in our foreign aid prograqi. 
If now we should strike this provision 
from the bill, I submit, Mr. President, 
though I am aware it" is not wise to 
prophesy, that the. percentage of loans 
would b'e much less than the 30 percent 
which the present law prescribes. 

Mr. President, I intend to ask for the 
yeas and nays on my amendment, but I 
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shall wait until after the Senator from 
Georgia has spoken. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, will the Senator from Michigan 
yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I appre

ciate very much the Senator's coopera
tion with the leadership, but the Sena
tor from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] has a 
statement on the bill which he would 
like to make, and he is prepared to make 
his statement at this time. The distin
guished Senator from. Louisiana [Mr. 
LONG] plans to address the Senate at 
some length a little later. Several com
mittees are meeting. 

Unless the Senator from Michigan 
insists otherwise, I should like to have 
his amendment pending and, before any 
action is taken on it and before the time 
is concluded, I think we will have a live 
quorum. 

Mr. POTTER. That is perfectly agree
able to me. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The leader
ship will protect the Senator. We will 
have notification sent to him, and -there 
will be a live quorum before it is time 
to consider his amendment. 

Mr. POTTER. That is perf ecti.y agree
able. I know the distinguished majority 
leader is always most cooperative with 
all Members of the Senate. I shall be 
very happy not to force a vote on my 
amendment at this time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The Sena
tor cannot be in two places at once. I 
am anxious to protect his rights on the 
floor, but I am more anxious for him 
to be :3,t the Appropriations Committee 
meeting, and I shall see that he is pro
tected during his absence from the floor. 

Mr. President, I should like to inquire 
how much time the Senator from New 
Jersey desires. · 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Thirty 
minutes on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from New· Jersey is recognized 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of-New Jersey. Mr. Presi
dent, the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations has given the Senate 
the broad outlines of the Mutual Se
curity Act of 1955 which the committee 
recommends to the Senate. The details 
of the program as approved by the com
mittee are co-vered in the committee re
port. Two speeches have been made on 
the floor with reference to the bill. I 
regret that I was not able to pe present. 
Therefore, Mr. President, I am asking 
the privilege of making my remarks at 
this time. 

ASIA 

The senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE] has noted the changing em
phasis of our aid programs over the last 
7 years and observed that a large portion 
of the funds authorized. this year are for 
economic type assistance to Asia. In
deed, of the some $2 billion of the non
military funds in the bill, $1.4 billion is 
for Asia--one of the most underdevel
oped areas of the world and one of the 
most Populous. In Asia, the p_er capita 
share of the gross national product 
averages only $108 per person per year. 
In the United States the per capita share 
is more than 20 times as great-$2,200. 

These are the countries which we are 
trying to assist as they progress slowly 
toward a better standard of living so that 
they may preserve their freedom. The 
big immediate contest in the world today 
is the cold war between the atheistic 
materialism of totalitarian communism 
and the freedom, independence, and self
determination for which these under
developed countries are yearning. I pro
pose to direct the bulk of my remarks 
toward these problems which we face in 
Asia. I then propose to discuss in some 
detail the principal new element in this 
year's mutual-security program-the 
"President's Fund for Asian Economic 
Development." This is contained in sec
tion 8 (k) of the pending bill as amended 
and reported by the committee. This 
section reads as follows: 

(a) The Congress of the United States 
reaffirms the policy of the United States to 
contribute to international peace and secu-· 
rity through assisting the peoples of free 
Asia in their efforts to attain economic and 
social well being, to safeguard basic rights 
and liberties, and to protect their security 
and independence. The Congress hereby 
recognizes that fundamental to these goals 
is an expanding economic growth of the free 
Asia area based upon self-help and mutual 
cooperation and full utilization of already 
existing resources and knowledge. The Con
gress expresses the willingness of the people 
of the United States to support the fore
going objectives to the extent to which the 
countries in the area continue to make effec
tive use of their own resources and external 
resources otherwise available to them. 

(b) In order tei carry out the purposes of 
this section, there is hereby authorized to be 
established a fund, to be known as the Presi
dent's Fund for Asian Economic Develop
ment (hereinafter referred to as the fund), 
and there is hereby authorized to be appro
priated to the President for the fund an 
amount of $200 million, such amount to 
remain available until June 30, 1958. 

( c) The President is authorized to utiUze 
the appropriations made available for the 
fund to accomplish in the free Asian area 
the policies and purposes declared in this 
act and to disburse them on such terms and 
conditions, including transfer of funds, as 
he may specify to any person, corporation, or 
other body of persons however designated, 
or to any foreign government, agency, or 
organization or group of governments or 
agencies as may be appropriate: Provided, 
however, That not less than 50 percent of 
the funds appropriated pursuant to this sec
tion shall be available only for furnishing 
assistance on terms of repayment in accord
ance with the provisions of section 505, and 
not more than 25 percent of said funds may 
be allocated for assistance to any one 
nation. 

(d) In utilizing the fund the President 
shall glve preferen·ce to projects or programs 
that will clearly contribute to promoting 
greater economi-e strength in the area as a 
whole or among a group or groups of coun
tries of the area. 

It is my belief. that there has been too· 
much defeatism in ·this country with re
spect to the future of free government 
in Asia. Let tne emphasize that every' 
country we assist in this area is'free and 
independent. Not one is a dictatorship; 
not one has its foreign policy determined 
by outsiders, including the Umted States; 
not one of these countries is under the 
domination of the Kremlin as of today. 
But these countries , are in danger be
cause they are underdeveloped and over
populated and have not yet been able to 
release their full creative powers. 

It has been inspiring to witness the 
growth of freedom and independence 
among the nations of the Far East and 
Asia. Since the war no less than 10 na
tions in this great arc of freedom ex
tending from Korea to Afghanistan have 
becom:e free. It is an impressive list-
South Korea, the Philippine Republic, 
Indonesia, Laos, Cambodia, Vietnam, 
Burma, India, Pakistan, Ceylon. Not 
one of these nations obtained its free
dom from Russia. In fact, during this 
postwar period, when the democratic na
tions of Western Europe have freed more 
than 500 million human beings from the 
controls of colonialism, the Communist 
regimes have enslaved 800 million peo
ple. Communism is putting people in 
bondage faster than the free-world na
tions have been able to confer self-gov
ernment on form:er colonial areas. 

The democratic nations of this earth 
mean what they say when they talk of 
the right of self-determination-the 
right of peoples to govern themselves. 
We would assist those ·who have at last 
achieved that right in their efforts to 
preserve and strengthen their freedoms. 
A great wave of independence and na
tionalism has swept over the former 
colonial lands of Asia. Yet there linger 
age-old suspicions of western colonial
ism. As these suspicions have decreased, 
a new fear has been raised in the form 
of Communist colonialism. The young 
free nations of Asia do not intend to per
mit this new colonialism to be successful. 
Their new independence and national
ism will be strong weapons against any 
new colonialism by the Communists. 
Indeed, one of the strongest anti-Com
munist weapons that exists is the 
strength of nationalism. No nation given 
its freedom since the war has suc
cumbed to communism. But in order 
that nationalism and freedom, inde
pendence, and self-determination may 
flourish, these underdeveloped nations 
must have economic and know-how as
sistance and the support of the Western 
free nations. _ 

It ·seems essential that the American 
people realize that a nation free to de
termine its own form of government is a 
nation on the side of democracy in the 
cold war. If a nation is free, it has a 
right to disagree with the United States. 
Free nations are not to be .measured in 
their freedom by a yardstick made in the 
United States. The test of an independ
ent -nation is not whether it agrees with 
the United States, but whether it is free 
to disagree with us--or with any other 
nation for that matter. · When a nation 
has that kind of independence we know 
it is not in danger of casting its free
doms away. 
- It - is in the interest of the United 
states to help these Asian states remain 
free because free nations are strong na
tions. We can help them by working 
with them in partnership. 

PRESIDENT'S FUND FOR ASIAN ECONOMIC 

DEVELOPMENT 

I now wish to speak on the President's 
fund for Asian economic development, 
which is a new feature in the bill. 

dne aspect of the .program which I 
want particularly' to emphasize concerns 
the President's fund for Asian economic 
development to which I have referred. 
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Section 8 (k) · of the pending bill au
thorizes the appropriation to the Presi
dent of $200 million to be used by him 
to promote conditions in Asia that will 
advance the economic strength and · 
know-how of the area. This part of the 
pending bill gives real life and meaning 
to the point I have been emphasizing
the need for us to encourage nationalist 
strength in Asia based upon a rela
tionship of partnership rather than of 
paternalism. 

Last March, Mr. President, in a speech 
on the floor I outlined in some detail the 
need for closer economic cooperation by 
the Far Eastern Colombo Plan Powers. 
I suggested that a Far Eastern Economic 
Conference might well help to initiate 
improved regional cooperation. I said: 

Such a conference, if it does nothing else, 
may put into motion a process of economic 
cooperation which could go far in alleviat
ing the more pressing Asiatic problems. It 
should be emphasized that this matter will 
require Asian initiative and concerted action 
on a regional basis. 

In recent months we have witnessed 
a considerable increase in Asian initia
tive, imaginative planning, and feeling 
of independence and confidence. Re
cent conferences at Bandung, Baguio, 
and Simla are all examples of what I be
lieve is a new and heartening change 
in free Asia. · 

The President's Fund for Asian Eco
nomic Development is an imaginative 
attempt to demonstrate our interest, 
confidence, and willingness to assist 
these underdeveloped countries in their 
own efforts to improve their economic 
conditions. 

There are mor.e than 700 million free 
people in this· area-the arc of Free 
Asia, as Mr. Stassen has described it. 
These free nations lie in a swift-moving 
current between the Communist · world 
and the free states of . the West. The 
direction in which that current moves 
may determine whether freedom will 
survive. The strong, nationalist spirit 
and the yearning for freedom, inde
pendence and self-determination which 
is now stirring within most of these na
tions make the people view anything 
foreign or especially western with sus
picion. Unfortunately, the scars of 
Western colonialism have been etched 
deep in the minds of Asia. Carlos 
Romulo has remarked: 

The Asian has been rendered deaf and 
blind to the Commun.1st menace by his de
termination that the white man shall not 
rule again. 

The United States by tradition never 
was a part of that colonialism that still 
blinds many Asians to the fundamental 
difference between democracy and com
munism. This Nation, therefore, is in 
an excellent position to help Asia on a 
partnership basis to develop its own 
strength. 

A TWO-WAY PARTNERSHIP 

The President's fund will help Asia 
in this two-way partnership. First, it 
will encourage the growth of the part
nership that must exist among the free 
Asian nations themselves-the kind of 
partnership that worked so well in Eu
rope under the so-called Marshall plan. 
The Colombo plan nations are now 

moving toward joint development of 
Asian resources. They well know that 
great strength in Asia can be developed 
by encouraging trade among · them
selves and by the creation of comple
mentary economies. Japan and Korea. 
need the raw materials and food grains 
of South Asia. South Asia needs the in
dustrial products of Japan and Korea. 
Partnership among these nations will 
be to their mutual advantage. The 
President's fund is designed to encourage 
projects that will help the Asian area 
to grow in strength as a unit. 

The second type of partnership that 
will be helped by the President,.s fund 
can be the partnership of the United 
States, working with other free West
ern nations, and the free nations. of 
Asia. The United States has capital and 
know-how which we can lend to our 
friends. The intra-Asian partnership 
now developing around the Colombo na
tions can be strengthened by this kind 
of partnership which we can offer. 

What is needed, then, is cooperation 
between the threatened underdeveloped 
nations on the one liand, and the United 
States on the other. This Nation has 
grown great through freedom and now 
has the strength to help newly free na
tions. 

It was less than 200 years ago that we 
were struggling to establish our freedom. 
We were :first given help by France where 
the concept of liberty and freedom was 
strong. And then, in later years, Eng
land, the nation from which we wrested 
our freedom, came to our help with the 
capital to build our railroads and many 
other great industries. 

We see a similar development today. 
Tne colonial na.tions of the 19th century 
are gradually giving up their colonial 
empires-sometimes willingly, sometimes 
under protest. What is happening is 
that the concept of individual liberty 
and self-government which took root in 
Europe and the Americas in the 17th and 
18th centuries is now taking root in 
Asia. The new nationalism of Asia and 
the yearning for greater freedom, inde
pendence, and self-determination is as 
strong as the older nationalisms of 
Europe and America. l'here may be 
some differences, but fundamentally it 
is the movement of man toward a destiny 
he can only achieve if he can live as a 
freeman. 

The Communists have no more under
standing of this desire of nations to be 
free than they have of the right of free 
speech, or of the inherent power that 
exists in an economy based on free enter
prise· and the release of the creative 
energies of individual men and women. 

The partnership of which we are 
speaking is not the kind of thing -that 
we can write into law. But it is the con
cept which must guide the men respon
sible for the day-to-day administration 
of this new program. We must empha
size that our aid programs must be coop
erative, partnership ventures. We offer 
assistance to these nations not because 
they are the white man's burden. We 
off er them help because it is in our inter
est as well as their interest for them to 
be strong enough to resist Communist 
threats from within as well as from with
out· and to protect the sacred freedom of 

each individual hum.an being. We know 
from experience that communism ad
vances either by the use- of force or by 
playing on a nation's internal difficulties 
in such a way as to create turmoil, strife, 
and weakness suited · to the designs of 
Moscow · or Peiping. If the nations of 
Asia can maintain their defenses against 
the possibility of external aggression and 
maintain and increase their internal 
economic and know-how strength, they 
can, in cooperation with other free na
tions, thwart efforts to destroy freedom. 

But the United States is not able and 
would not want to imporn these condi
tions from without. The strongest urge 
to be free and to stay free comes from 
within a nation. And peoples who are 
threatened are usually in a far better 
position to judge the threat and to know 
what to do about it than people looking 
on from the outside. 

PRESIDENT'S FUND NOT A DEVICE FOR 
DOMINATION 

The President's fund is not a device for 
domination of these areas. It is a meth
od of helping them to help themselves. 
But I must emphasize that we do not 
propose to help these nations solely for 
altruistic reasons. We help them be
cause we know. that strong, free nations 
in Asia will not be tempted by the pro
lific, attractive, totalitarian promises of 
communism. We also know that strong, 
free, well-developed nations in Asia will 
be able to trade with this country. 
Many of our most important raw ma
terials come from this part of the world. 
We will be able to trade many more of 
our industrial products with South Asia 
if the nations in that area have been able 
to develop their own resources so that 
they can sell too, and buy, from us. 

REGION AL AID 

There may be objections here to the 
President's fund for Asia on the ground 
that Asian nations recently gathered at 
Simla, India, apparently misunderstood 
and rejected the idea of regional aid. 
Why, it will be· asked, should the United 
States seek to give help on a regional ba
sis when the states of the area have indi
cated they are not at this time interested 
in multilateral aid? 

The answer is simple. Although the 
language of the bill is broad enough to 
permit programs and allocations on a. 
regional basis, it is not contemplated that 
assistance would be in the form of a gift 
to some regional organization to use as it 
might see :fit. Assistance from the fund 
is to be on a country-by-country basis. 
In other words, our assistance will be 
given to Japan, or Thailand, or India, or 
other countries, as the case may be. The 
criteria for assistance from this fund, 
however, wilI not be whether a dollar of 
assistance will solely help the individual 
country receiving the dollar. The cri
teria instead will be whether the project 
for which the dollar is allocated will ben
efit more than one country. 

In other words, if Laos proposes the 
construction of a dam on the Mekong 
River to supply waters for irrigation pur
poses only in Laos, assistance from this 
fund would not be available. If, however, 
it can be shown that the dam in Laos 
would ·benefit other states such as Thai
land and Cambodia, as well as Laos, we 
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would view that as a proper use of the 
President's fund. Similarly let us con
sider a training project in Japan. If the 
training project were solely for the train
ing of Japanese nationals, assistance 
could not be sought from the President's 
fund. But if the funds were given to 
Japan to set up a training program open 
to nationals of other Asian states, that 
would be a proper request for considera
tion by the fund. 

The effect of the President's fund, 
then, will be to establish a regional test 
as to whether assistance from the Presi
dent's fund should be given to a particu
lar country. The fund, therefore, should 
encourage individual countries to think 
of their development projects on a re
gional basis rather than a unilateral 
basis. If country X insists that no proj
ect be undertaken within its boundaries 
which would also have a. favorable impact 
in the region, then there would ,be no as
sistance available from the President's 
fund. But those states that think in 
terms of mutual assistance-of helping 
not only themselves, but their neighbors 
as well-those states would be given con
sideration in the administration of the 
fund. 

We know that States which have re
cently gained their independence tend to 
be almost exclusively concerned with in
ternal development and internal crises. 
Nevertheless, it is true that chaos, crisis, 
and instability in one country are likely 
to have a serious impact on neighboring 
countries. It is also true that prosperity 
and growth in one country have a favor
able impact on that country's neighbors. 

This relationship has now been recog
nized by the nations of free Asia. In 
the press communique released at Simla 
on May 13, the conference nations 
stated: 

The conference was of the view that there 
are certain types of projects which readily 
lend themselves to regional treatment. De
votion of additional aid funds to programs 
of- this kind would be welcome. · 

The communique also stated: 
The conference recognized that the devel

opment of every country in the region was 
linked with the development of the region 
as a whol~. 

The President's fund will tend to get 
;nations of this area to think not solely of 
their separate interests, but of their 
common interests as well. We have em
phasized time and time again the com
mon threat these nations face from 
~ommunism. It is time for us to empha
size the common advantages that will 
flow from increased prosperity in all of 
Asia. The President's fund will direct 
attention to the positive aspects of our 
help to Asia. It underlines the hope in 
the future, not simply the dangers. 

LIMITATIONS ON THE FUND 

- There may be objections to the Presi
dent's fund because there are few strings 
attached to it-that we are virtually 
giving the President a blank check. 
There may be insistence that we try to 
spell out when and where the money is 
to be spent and the conditions under 
which we will grant the aid. If we try 
to limit these dollars to products manu
factured in America, if we try here to de
cide whether the funds should go into 

fertilizer plants, river developments, ce
ment works; highways, tube wells, or 
housing developments we doom the proj
ect to frustration. 
. The strength of a plan such as this is 
found largely in the flexibility with which 
it is administered. We .cannot hope here 
to load this fund down with restrictions, 
and then ask the President to use it on 
a partnership basis. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
sought to balance the advantages of giv
ing the President a comparatively free 
hand in the administration of this Asian 
Development Fund . with the require
ment that Congress keep a close watch 
on the projects that may be developed. 
The committee report explains the 
changes that were made, and I think they 
represent a reasonable compromise. A 
time limit of 3 years has been placed on 
the availability of the·funds. This means 
that the administration has a reasonable 
amount of time to work out helpful proj
ects, but that no blank check of inde
terminate date is to be available for the 
Executive. The committee has asked 
also that 50 percent of the funds should 
be on a loan basis-thus encouraging 
the development of projects which will 
have self-liquidating features and which 
will imply the self-help spirit necessary 
for success. 

Mr. President, I digress from my text 
in order to comment on a matter to 
which the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
POTTER] referred a few moments ago. 
So far as the fund is concerned, the com
mittee felt a 50.,..50 percent basis should 
be established, which would mean 50 
percent of the funds would be used for 
loans, and 50. percent for grants. It does 
not mean that the amount is limited to 
50 percent if countries can afford to pay 
more, but the plan is to give flexibility 
in helping countries which need aid. 
The committee has also provided that 
no single country is to receive more than 
25 percent of the fund. That seems to be 
a reasonable limitation. It would be our 
hope that in time we might view the loan 
part of the . fund as a revolving fund, 
continuously available for worthwhile, 
self-liquida.ting projects in Asia. 

THE STAGGERING CRISIS 

We must not overlook the staggering 
crisis that is facing us. I remind my 
colleagues that what is going on today is 
a fierce struggle for the freedom of the 
underdeveloped countries of the world. 
We are in danger of losing that struggle. 
If that were to happen, all of free Asia 
might disappear behind the Iron Cur
tain. Most of the underdeveloped coun
tries now in immediate danger are to be 
the recipients in the partnership pro
gram which is basic to this new fund. 
We simply cannot place too many limita
tions on exactly how the fund is to be 
spent. To do so would be to def eat its 
purpose. We have a golden opportunity 
here to meet the insidious challenge of 
Communist colonialism and infiltration. 
This infiltration is the cleverest Commu
nist type that can be imagined. 

In meeting this challenge, our military 
aid is important. But it is by definition 
negative. The economic and ideological 
aspects of this program are the positive 
means at our disposal. In the end this 
great struggle is one of economics and 

ideas. We must assist these young 
~emocracies in their fervent aspirations 
for greater freedom and for a better life, 
and in their efforts to become equal in 
every way with the other countries of the 
world, not to be looked down on, not to 
be exploited by anyone. 

Unless we do this, unless we take up 
this challenge, we will lose this struggle 
in the Far East, and will be in great 
j.eopardy everywhere else in the world. 

In deciding on this new fund, we must 
realize that we are dealing with a very 
unique situation threatening our own 
security for the future. We must face 
the responsibility which is ours. It 
would be foolish, and indeed utterly 
tragic, to throw out this concept, which 
seems to be the right approach in deal
ing with the competition over the under
developed countries. These countries 
believe the United States is their great 
hope to get away from colonialism, im
perialism, and the sufferings of the past. 

We may lose this struggle with the 
Communists unless we move in on this 
question of the future of these under
developed countries and help those mil
lions of people to help themselves in 
their yearning for independence and a 
higher standard of living. 

This problem of economic development 
and know-how in Asia . is a long-range 
problem. We cannot expect miracles 
evernight. The best we can expect is 
that the people of this great area may 
be given hope for the future and that 
the reasonableness of their hope will be 
evidenced by gradual improvements in 
their health, their standards of living, 
and their education. 
. In conclusion, Mr. President, one of 

the most powerful mainsprings of man's 
existence is the assurance that his sons 
and his sons' sons will be better off than 
he is. One of the most disruptive forces 
of society is man's fear for the future 
of his descendants. · 
_ As I view this program of assistance 
for Asia, it seems to. me that it carries 
on the noble tradition of those pioneer 
missionaries who, influenced by the 
Christian faith, sought to build men's 
bodies and minds so that their souls 
might rest in the peace that comes when 
they can know that mankind moves for
ward and upward under the guidance of 
Almighty God. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that, without the 
time being charged to either side, the 
absence of a quorum may be suggested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PAYNE in the chair). Without objection_ 
it is so oraered. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I suggest the ab
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sec
retary will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following 'Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken 
Barrett 
Bender 
Bricker 
Cotton 
Curtis 
Dirksen 
Ellender 
G·eorge 
Green 

Hayden 
Holland 
Hruska 
Jackson 
Johnson, Tex. 
Kerr · · 
Knowland 
Long 
Martin, Pa. 
Millikin 

Pastore 
Payne 
Potter 
Robertson 
Saltonstall 
Smith, Maine 
Smith,N.J. 
Sparkman 
Thye 
Williams 
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Mr. · CLEMENTS. I announce that 
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr~ 
ANDERSON], the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. FuLBRIGHT], the Senator from Ten
nessee [Mr. GORE], the Senator from 
Missouri . [Mr. HENNINGSl, the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN], and 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] are absent on official busi
ness. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
KENNEDY] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. MUR
RAY] is absent by leave of the Senate to 
attend the International Labor Organ
ization meeting in Geneva, Switzerland. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. ALLOTT] 
is absent on official business. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
ScHoEPPEL] are absent by leave of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WAT
KINS] is absent on official business for 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo
rum is not present. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Sergeant at Arms 
be directed to request the attendance of 
absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Sergeant ·at Arms will execute the order 
of the Senate. 

After a little delay, Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. 
BEALL, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. BIBLE, Mr. 
BRIDGES, Mr. BUSH, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. BYRD, 
Mr. CAPEHART, Mr. CARLSON, Mr. CASE of 
New Jersey, Mr. CHAVEZ, Mr. CLEMENTS, 
Mr. DANIEL, Mr. DOUGLAS, Mr. DuFF, Mr. 
DWORSHAK, Mr. EASTLAND, Mr. ERVIN, Mr. 
FLANDERS, Mr. FREAR, Mr. GOLDWATER, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, Mr. HILL, Mr. HUMPHREY; 
Mr. IVES, Mr. JENNER, Mr. JOHNSTON of 
South Carolina, Mr. KEFAUVER, Mr. KIL
GORE, Mr. KucHEL, Mr. LANGER, Mr. LEH
MAN, Mr. MAGNUSON, Mr. MALO:KE, Mr; 
MANSFIELD, Mr. MARTIN of Iowa, Mr. 
McCARTHY, Mr. McNAMARA, Mr. MoN
RONEY, Mr. MORSE, Mr. MUNDT, Mr. 
NEELY, Mr. NEUBERGER, Mr. PuRTELL, Mr. 
RUSSELL, Mr. SCOTT, Mr. SMATHERS, Mr. 
STENNIS, Mr. SYMINGT9N, Mr. THuRMOND, 
Mr. WELKER, Mr. WILEY, and Mr. YOUNG 
entered the Chamber and answered to 
their· names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo
rum is present. The question is on agree~ 
ing to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. POTTER]. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays on the amend
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi~ 

dent, after a brief statement by the dis
tinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations and by the author 
of the amendment the Senator froni 
Michigan [Mr. POTTER], perhaps of not 
more than 10 minutes, I hope we may 
have a vote on the amendment. I yield 
5 minutes to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I may 
need a little more than 5 minutes on the 
pending amendment, although I do not 
believe twill take more than that. 

Mr. (JOHNSON of Texas. I shall be 
very happy to yield additional time to 
the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like · to ask 
Senators to remain in the Chamber, be
cause if a yea-and-nay vote is had, it 
will come very early, and their remain
ing in the Chamber would save time in 
calling for a quorum. 

Mr. President, for the first time the 
pending bill definitely moves toward a 
loan program and away from an alto
gether giveaway program. In moving in 
that direction, however, we had to adopt 
what we regard as a sound policy and a 
sound means of approaching that goal. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
POTTER] has offered an amendment 
which calls for all mutual-assistance 
programs to be operated on a loan basis 
of 75 percent. Mr. President, if we ap
proach the matter in that way, we might 
as well abandon the whole program. I 
say that because it will mean that the 
countries which need assistance, and 
which are unable to borrow and repay 
75 percent of a loan, will not participate 
and only those countries which can re
pay loans will take advantage of the pro
gram. 

Mr. President, the committee consid
ered this matter with a great deal of care. 
We found that the FOA Administrator 
this year has made loans totaling more 
than 30 percent. I refer to development 
loans. We also found-and it was stated 
by the Administrator-that any limita
tion on the percentage required for loans 
would operate directly against the effort 
of the Administrator ' to increase the 
loans to any given country. 

For instance, if under the old law we 
had a 30-percent requirement for loans, 
as soon as the 30 percent was borrowed; 
the recipient country would say, "Now, 
the balance is a grant." That is inevi
table. It is the same old story of the 
boy who went to town to sell a load of 
wood. The customer said to him, "What 
do you want for that, boy?" 

He said, "My dad said it's worth $2, 
but I should take a dollar if I couldn't 
get $2." · 

Identically, the same principle is in
volved. If a country is required to pay 
75 percent or 40 percent or 30 percent 
or any other given percentage, as soon as 
it complies with the requirement, of 
course, it will say, ''We are through bor
rowing, and all the balance must come 
as a grant." 

We are trying to avoid that situation. 
One of the primary purposes of this bill 
is to shift over to a loan basis. But the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Michigan would, in my judgment, 
defeat it. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from Georgia yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. In a moment. 
I know the adoption of the amend

ment would defeat the whole purpose of 
this type of legislation, because the very 
countries which most need the help, and 
which we most need to help, in our own 
defense, are the ones that cannot borrow. 
and pay back 75 percent of the money. 

I now yield· to the Senator from 
~assachusetts. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Did the com
mittee get the impression from the Ad
ministrator that it, \vas his -purpose to 
make loans wherever it would be feas
ible and still carry out the purpose of 
the legislation? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes. We have 
written it into the report, and that prin
ciple is accepted. Let me read what the 
Administrator himself had to say on that 
subject: 

The removal of this provision was in
tended to permit more, rather than less, 
lending in the future. The administration 
found that negotiating for a high percentage 
of loans for individual countries was diffi
cult this year because of a stated percentage 
in the statute, which they all tend to inter
pret as being applicable to them. 

During the current year statutory min
imums have in fact been exceeded (over $220 
m1llion out of all types of assistance) , and 
it is the stated intention of the admin
istration to put more aid on a loan basis 
next year. 

A percentage minimum of 75 percent is in 
any event an unreasonable target. The 
whole philosophy behind development as
sistance is to furnish it to countries which 
have the greatest need, not to those best in 
a position to repay. In fact, countries such 
as India, Iran, and Lebanon have been able 
to take considerably more than 30 percent 
of their development assistance on a loan 
basis this yea.r. Others cannot reasonably 
be expected to assume even 30 percent of 
loans. Jordan and Guatemala are typical 
examples of countries in desperate economic 
need. They were not asked to assume any 
loans this year, and could not be expected 
to do so next year. 

The only way in which the average of 
loans could be raised to anywhere near 
75 percent within 1 year, if we stm· follow 
the policy of aid where it ·is -most needed, 
would be to put it on such a loose and 
indefinite basis that it would not insure 
repayment within .a reasonable per_iod, and 
at the same time would damage the normal 
operations of credit institutions such as the 
World Bank, Export-Import Bank, and 
commercial banks. 

In other words, if in the case of India 
we said, "You must pay 75 percent"
although India probably will pay 75 per
cent-we might be exhausting the credit 
of that country if it desired to approach 
another lending institution for aid. 

Mr. President, I invite attention to the 
fact that in some instance_s during the 
current year development assistance on 
a loan basis has reached about 41 per
cent. on the average, under the present 
law. If the law can be operated as the 
committee has worked it out in· this bill 
with a great deal of care and in the re
port; and in accordance with the com .. · 
mitment giveri to us by the administra~ 
tors, we shall rapidly approach a full 
loan basis in all · countries which have 
the capacity to borrow at all. 

In the case of Iran, for instance, a 
loan of $32 million was made out of 
the authorized amount of $65 million. 

In the case of Israel a loan of $20 mil
lion was made out of an authorized total 
of $40 million. That is 50 percent. 

India's loan is somewhat in excess of 
$45 million, nearly $50 million. Under 
the present law the total of loans made 
as against authorizations is in excess of 
the minimum fixed in the act; and· the 
administrators, from the beginning, have 
urged that there be no ·minimum be
cause it tended to defeat their -efforts to 
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obtain a larger percentage of loans 
rather than to make grants. 

. I earnestly hope, Mr. President, that 
the amendment will be defeated. While 
its objective is the same as that which 
the committee has worked out in the 
bill, the committee, after long considera
tion, is of the opinion that the proper 
way of proceeding is to give the Admin-. 
istrator an opportunity to obtain a. 
greater percentage of loans, if it is pos
sible to do so. 

Mr. BARKLEY. -Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Georgia yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The whole theory of 

the bill is one of mutual assistance, 
which, of course, means mµtuality of in
terest and security. Is it not true that 
many countries whose economy and sta-· 
bilization from a military and economic 
standpoint are essential to our security 
would be among those · who could not 
qualify for a loan? 

Mr. GEORGE. ·undoubtedly that is 
true. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And, therefore, the 
possibility of mutuality would be de
stroyed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Unquestionably. The 
whole effort we are making in certain 
areas of the world would be defeated by 
a requirement that all amounts author
ized under this title should be made on 
a loan basis of 75 percent. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Georgia yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Is it not a fact that 

the amendment affects only the de
velopment-assistance program, which 
amounts to $165 million, and not the 

0 whole bill? 
Mr. GEORGE. It also affects · trans-

ferred funds. . 
' Mr. ELLENDER. But only the devel

opment-assistance program. 
Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 
Mr. ELLENDER. The amount ·of 

money proposed to be authorized for this 
program is $165 million, and the amend
ment does not affec.t th~ other funds. 

Mr. GEORGE. It does not affect the 
military funds. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Or any other funds. 
Mr. GEORGE. It affects any. money 

transferred to any . mutual-assistance 
program or any part of it. 

Mr. POTI'ER. Mr. President, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. I should like to tell 
the Senate exactly what my amendment 
would do. It has nothing to do with 
military assistance. It has nothing to 
do with defense support. It has nothing 
to do with technical assistance. It ap
plies only to the $165 million designated 
for development assistance, which is 
commonly ref erred to as economic assist
ance. 

Mr. President, I certainly do not in
tend to try to match the eloquence of the 
distinguished Senator from Georgia, or 
his great knowledge and leadership in 
this field, but I believe I can match him 
in sincerity of purpose, so far as the 
amencur.ent is concerned. 

The very argument the Senator from 
Georgia made as to the loans which have 
been made relates to the fact that the 
existing law for development assistance 

contains a provision that 30 percent of 
the funds shall be on a loan basis. That 
the loans entered into this year were, as 
he stated, in excess of 30 percent is the 
result of the fact that the existing law 
has a provision for 30 percent on a loan 
basis. 

But the committee deleted that provi
sion; and ·at present, in the bill now un
der consideration, there is no provision 
for loans for economic or development 
assistance. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield. 
Mr. KNOWLAND. I understand the 

Senator wished to have the yeas and 
nays ordered on his amendment. Before 
some of the large number of Senators 
who are now in the Chamber leave-· -

Mr. POTTER. The yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chai:r will state that the yeas and nays· 
have been ordered. 

Mr. POTTER. The amendment would 
not take away one nickel from the funds 
provided by the bill. It would apply 
only to the 4.7 percent of the total au
thorization which is allocated for de- · 
velopment assistance; and it would re
quire 75 percent of the $165 million, 
allocated for that purpose, to be on a 
loan basis rather than on a grant basis~· 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Is there anything in the 

Senator's amendment which provides 
that additional loans could not be made 
to a poor nation, in the event it should 
fail to repay? 

Mr. POTTER. Of course not. 
Mr. LONG. In other words, if a na

tion such as Guatemala could repay its· 
loan, we .could renew the loan to them,, 
and they would at least owe something. 

Mr. POTTER. That is correct. The 
loans under existing law are not of the 
same type as bank loans. They are based 
on agreements whereby the borrower 
can pay them back in kind or can pay 
them back in foreign currency. They. 
are very generous loans. They are not 
the kind of loans we would wish to enter 
into as businessmen. But they have one 
advantage, namely, that in dealing with 
the recipient nations, we deal with them 
as partners. We have something to say 
in respect to such loans. We have a. 
voice because of the contractual agree
ment we have with the nation, which we 
would not otherwise have in the spend
ing of the funds. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. POTI'ER. I yield. 
.Mr. MUNDT. As I understand, the 

Senator's amendment applies only to 
that provision of the bill which deals 
with what might be called economic or 
development aid. In no sense does it 
mean that the national defense phases 
are to be on a loan basis. 

Mr. POTTER. Not one iota. 
Mr. MUNDT. Such loans are not the 

kind which are necessarily drawn up 
with provision for a rigid series of repay
ments, and interest rates; they are the 
types of loans which a country can re
pay by supplying us with strategic mate-

rials, raw materials, or manufactured 
products which we may need . 

Mr. POTTER. I shall be glad to read 
to the Senator exactly how the loans can 
be repaid. This is the provision in the 
existing law, and the same latitude would 
be given by my amendment. The exist
ing law, which would be reinstated by my, 
amendment, is as follows: 

SEc. 505. Loan assistance: (a) Assistance 
under this act may be furnished on a grant 
basis or on such terms, including cash, credit, 
or other terms of repayment (including re
payment in foreign currencies or by transfer 
to the United States of materials required for 
stockpiling or other purposes) as may be de
termined to be best suited to the achieve
ment of the purposes of this act. 

Certainly that is not restrictive lan
guage. 
, Mr. MUNDT. By amending the for

eign-aid program this way, very con
ceivably we might be rendering the coun
tries better service than by give-away 
programs, because the type of program 
which the Senator from Michigan is 
proposing would maintain the self-re
spect of the recipient countries. 

Mr. POTTER. The Senator is abso
lutely correct. One of the great criti
cisms of the United States with respect 
to this program has been the "Rich 
Uncle" philosophy, that we will take care 
qf a country if it is a · dependent nation. 
By putting the funds on a loan basis, we 
will be treating the recipient nations as 
partners. Certainly the psychological 
effect is much to be desired. It removes 
the paternalistic influence which now 
exists. 

Mr. MUNDT. It seems to me that ihe 
Senator .from Michigan has offered a 
very constructive amendment. lt is 
difficult for me to understand how there 
can be much fault found with the phi
losophy behind it. Instead of dealing· 
with the smaller countries as poor rela
tions, we shall be welcoming them into 
the family as partners, and providing 
them with what they may need in money, 
aid, or supplies. In those circumstances, 
we shall be glad to help them, because 
they are desirous of helping the free 
world. It is important that they main
tain their sovereignty, dignity, and self
respect, and this they would do if we, 
made to them loans which they could 
repay at any time they were able to do 
so, and in whatever method they chose. 

It is beyond my understanding how 
the Senate could disagree with the type 
of philosophy which would substitute a 
businesslike program for a perpetual 
humanitarian spending program on a 
global basis, which, if it should become 
permanent policy, as the bill proposes, 
would mean increased taxes for the tax
payers of America to build in otper coun
tries, plants, educational institutions, ir
rigation ditches, and dams which they 
might require. Certainly the United 
States cannot maintain that kind of 
giveaway program forever. 

Mr. POTTER. The Senator is abso
lutely correct. We have been criticised,· 
and rightly so, by our own citizens for the· 
giveaway program. I believe that eco
nomic assistance should be given where 
it is needed. The amendment does not 
take one nickel away from the bill. It 
merely provides that the United States 
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will enter into contracts .. with r.e~ipient 

. nations, and that we will expect them to 
return the funds to us when they can, if 
they can; .but, at least, there will be.con
tractual agreements between partners, 
rathers than a position . of dependency, 
which happen~ when the funds are given 
on a grant basis. _ 

Mr. MUNDT; It seems to me the Sen
ate could find some encouragement for 
this kind of approach by ' studying the 
relationships between Great Britain and 
the United States and -between Finland 
and the United States. In both cases we 
have advanced money on a loan basis; 
and in both cases we are receiving pay-:
men ts not only . on the interest but also 
on the debts. Both· Fip.land and Britain 

. are firm friends-of the United States and 
they are -valiant defenders of freedom.~ 

This shows that such an arrangement 
will make frienq.s. It is far better than 

, a mere giveaway P,r,ogr~m. ,such . as_ we 
have been engaged in, and ·.as to which 
the results certainly have left something 
to be desired. 

-The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Tl)~ 10 
minutes which the Senator from Michi
gan allotted to himself have expired. 

Mr. POTTER. I yield myself 5 addi
tional minutes. 

Of · the $165 million included in the 
development-assistance portion of · the 
bill, $70 million is provided for India. 
With the great resources which India 
has, certainly the United States should 
be able to enter into a loan contract with 
that great country rather than to give 
her the money. - Nehru, the leader of _In
dia, made great proclamations when the 
Soviet Union advanced to India on a loan 
basis funds for -the building ·o:f"a steel 
plant. I .think it would be wise for the 
United States to place its relations with 
India on a partnership basis and to· say, 
·~we will expect some of the nioney ·back 
when you are able to pay it.'' 

Mr. KUCHEL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield. 
Mr. KUCHEL. On page 22 of the re

port, the following appears: 
The bill repeals the requirement in the 

Mutual Security Act of 1954 that 30 percent 
of development assistance funds be available 
only for furnishing assistance on a loan basis. 

In fact, something more than 30 percent 
of these funds were used on a loan basis in 
the current fiscal year, and it is expected that 
an even greater percentage wlll be so used 
in fiscal 1956. The committee was im
pressed, however, with the argument that a 
percentage figure written into the law mm;. 
tates against the placement of a greater per
centage of loans. Experience under the 1954 
act shows that some recipient countries want 
to limit their borrowing to 30 percent, where
as if that figure were not in the law, they 
would be more readily agreeable to a higher 
percentage. 

. Is it not true, therefore, that the re
port of the committee shows that the in
tention of the committee is, not to elim
inate the loan provision, but to provide 
a means of increasing the loan percent
age about 30 percent, whereas the Sen
ator's proposal, on the other hand, would 
;require that it be 75 percent? 

Mr. POTTER. I respectfully disagree 
with the Senator, because the fact that 
there were loan agreements aboye 30 per
cent last year was due to the fact that 

·there. was, a .30-:-percent provi:si9~ in-;the 
'law. I know, .from the·· la~guage ef -~Qe 
repart·, that it· is claimed that without 
th~t provision; it ~ight have been possi
ble. to have negotiated~ higher ~r~e~t
age of loans; but it seems to me there 
should be a requirement to that effect· in 
the law. That is why I propose to in-
crease the figure to 75 percent. · 

Mr. KUCHEL. Would the Senator 
agree that the committee did not delete 
fais ·provision on the theory that it 
wanted to eliminate the loan feature? 
. Mr. POTTER. Even though that may 
have been in the mind of the committe·e, 
the provision was deleted. That being 
so, when our officials deal with recipient . 
nations, they will be told, "Well, the Con
gress deleted the loan provision. Yoµ 
~annot make a loan with us. It is going 
to be on a grant basis." A lever is taken 
out of the bill. ~ · · · 

Mr. KUCHEL. I must say to tne sen-
. ator that that part of the committee re
P<>rt which I read, 'namely, "The commit;. 
tee was impressed, however-, with · the 
~rgument that a percentage' figure writ
ten into the law militates against the 
placement of a greater percentage of 
loans," is exceedingly persuasive to . me. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Michigan yield? ·· 

Mr. POTTER. I yield to the Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT. If the Senator from 
California will read the last paragraph 
under the subhead "Loans" on page 22 of 
the report, I think he will find it would 
~every helpful. That p~rag~aph_ reads: 

The committee's object~ve in rejecting the 
30-percent loan requirement is to facllitate 
the use of an even greater percentage of tI:ie 
funds available in the foyn of loans. The 
committee attaches great" importance to the 
maximum possible use of loans, and strongly 
urges the executive branch to move in this ; 
direction as rapidly as practicable. 

If we desire to urge the executive 
branch to move in the direction indi .. 
cated here, the amendment gives ·us the 
opportunity to urge the executive branch 
to move in that direction 75 percent of 
the time. I can think of nothing better 
which an administrator could have that 
would enable him to handle the · fund in 
terms of loans instead of a giveaway 
than a mandate from Congress that 75 
percent of the money shall be handled 
on a loan basis. Otherwise, we are going 
to find Gresham's law of money operat
ing in this field as it operates in the 
usual field of currency and business-the 
poorest loan becomes the standard for 
all loans just as bad money always drives 
good money out of circulation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
time of the Senator from Michigan has 
expired. 

Mr. PO+TER. Mr. President, I yield 
myself 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. MUNDT. If we grant money to 
country A, with no limitation that 75 
percent of it must be in loans, country B 
will say, "You gave that to country A. 
Why not give it to me?'' Then we give it 
to country B. So country C, on the other 
side of the Mediterranean, will say to us, 
"How come? Because we are on the 
north side of the Mediterranean.instead 
of .the south side, certainly you are not 
going to penalize us?" Gresham's law 
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~f: m<;>n~y. will :eoroe . into operation; the 
donations to a -few countries lead to the 

· (lonati~n to all. . · · · · . : 
. There must be put into effect some 

kind of limitation .if we are ever going to 
. stop Qverburdening the - 'taxpayers· _ of 
~ .erica, .who need highways, irrigation 
projects,. scl;lools, .. and, hospit~ls. The 
Ame.rican taxpayers should not be taxed so they must forego getting the schools 
and other . necessities· they need, · but 
~hich they are asked to help build in 
Europe, India, Latin America, or some
where else . . W~ will have to dispose of 
our foreign-aid money on more business
like arrangements, unless we are going to 
run the program hopelessly into the 
ground. 
, . I ask_ tpat tl1~ Senate accept the very 
c.onsti:uc~iv~ amendme!}t which the Sen
ator from Michigan has advocated. · 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. President, I am 
willing to yield back the remainder of my tim'e. . - . l •. . ' . • 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? · · ·' 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The distin~ 
guished Senator from Georgia desires 3 
minutes. · I wanted to serve notice to 
that effect on the Senator from · Michi
gan a while ago, because · at the- time I 
had the orig'inai conversation with him, I 
was asked to" yield the time. 

·Mr . . POTTER: I yield to the Senator 
from Delaware, and then I shall reserve 
the ·remainder of my time. · 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, is it 
not a fact that prior to incorporating 
the ·30-perceht provision into the exist
ing law about 2 years ago, practically 
none of the money wa·s used in the form 
of loans, and . only afterward, a couple , 

. of years ago, when Congress :wrote the 
30-percent provision into the law, were 
loans made in accordance with the pr·o
vision? · If we ·repealed that provision, 
we would- go back to· the original 100- . 
percent giveaway, would we notf 

Mr. P.OTTER. That 'is correct. The 
very argument used in the report as a 
basis for striking the provision from the 
law is an argument in favor of my 
amendment, for the 30-percent provi
sion is the very thing that brought about 
the loan agreements. 
· Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. POTTER. ;r yield to the Senator 

from Nevada. 
POWER BEHIND THE PEACE CONFERENCE 

Mr. MALONE. I should like to ask 
the distinguished Senator from Michigan 
a question. Based upon the pr·emise 
that we need additional billions of dol.. · 
lars to build B-52's or the latest design 
sonic-speed bombers, which will fly from 
5,000 to 7,000 miles and return without 
refueling, we need certain materials to 
build such airplanes and their produc
tion will be expensive. The greatest 
weight strength ratio metal known is 
titanium and such planes can only be 
produced through its use. We are pro
ducing 2,500 tons per year when we need 
15.0,000. Because such construction 
would be exp·ensive, the national-defense 
organization itself has hesitated to rec .. 
ommend that moneys be appropriated 
for adequate production of the metal for 
such purposes. 



1955 · CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE .7471' 
.. Last year the ·senator from Nevada· 
offered an amendment to a · bill of the 
same type as that now before the Sen
ate providing that unallocated or ·unex
pended money, which I understand is· 
again approximately $9 billion, and the 
additional money to be appropriated 
under the bill at that time, be trans
ferred to the administrator of national 
defense so as to provide for building the 
necessary bombers, sonic-speed ,B-25's 
or whatever may be the latest design. 
Since the building of such aircraft is 
expensive, the only way airplanes can 
be built that will fly from 5,000 to 7,000 
miles and return ·without refueling, as 
well as fighters, interceptors, and neces
sary guided missiles and bases, is by 
transferring the unallocated balance and 
new money to the administrator of na
tional defense for that purpose. 

FOR THE AMENDMENT AND AGAINST Bll.L 

I want to tell the Senator "om Michi
gan that I am going to vote for his 
amendment and against 'the bill, and 
this year I intend to again off er the same 
amendment I offered last year. 

I should like to ask the Senator from 
Michigan if he agrees with me that his
tory has ·shown that the only way there 
can be success at an international peace 
conference is to have the necessary 
strength behind us at the conference? 

Mr. POTTER. The Senator from Ne
vada is absolutely correct. I think he 
will agree with me that nations are not 
different from individuals in certain re
spects. .I, as an individual, if I am de
pendent upon another individual, get a 
most uncomfortabl~ feeling. But if I can 
enter into a business agreement, even 
though tha~ business agree~ent may be 
in my favor, I have a feeling of partner
ship. 

To a considerable .extent in our for
eign-aid programs I think there has been 
apparent the philosophy that we can 
buy friends with dollars. The Senator 
from Nevada knows, as well as I do, that 
we cannot buy the friendship of indi
viduals or of nations with dollars. 
Friends are won by mutual respect. 

.I say that mutual respect can be 
gained by entering into a .contractual 
agreement, even though the agreement 
may be all one-sided. At least there is 
a partnership arrangement, rather than 
the paternalistic attitude of handing out 
grants. 
APPARENT WE CAN WIN THERE WILL BE NO FIGHT 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. ;president, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield. 
Mr. MALONE. I think the Senator is 

exactly right, that a nation is not differ
ent from an individual, in that if one is 
likely to lose a battle, he will not start 
it. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Mich
igan has just said that nations are like 
individuals. I take it that he means 
that if the power of the United States 
were so great that there would be no 
doubt that we would win any battle in 
which we became engaged, probably 
there would not be such a battle or such 
a war, if we did not start it--:-and of 
course we would not start it. 

Of course, the:re is no record that any
one ever attacked Jack Dempsey as he 

was walking down the ·street, if it was · 
known who he was, because there would 
be a doubt as to who would win. 

I say to the Senator from Michigan 
that an economic supplemental report, 
which will be ready soon, to the Senate 
Report No. 1627 of 1954, which showed 

· that the western Hemisphere can be de
fended and that we can become self
sufficient in the production of the critical 
materials necessary to fight a war or live 
in peace. 

If we should treat our taxpayers as 
well i},s we treat the foreigners and pro
tect American jobs and investments 
then on the basis of fair and reasonable 
competition we will build up and stab{
lize our own economy. 

If we had the number of bombers we 
need-perhaps 2,000 or 3,000 B-52's, the 
latest design-bombers which are able to 
fly 5,000 to 7,000 miles and drop their 
bombs, and return home without re
fueling; and if we had the number of 
interceptor and fighter-perhaps 10,-
000 to 15,000-planes we need, and 
guided-missile bases around North Amer
ica and all the atomic-energy subma
rines we need---submarines which can 
go twice as fast as the older types-then 
does the Senator from Michigan believe 
it would be necessary for us to try to 
buy friends? Would we not have the 
necessary strength to spearhead the de
fense of any area necessary for the pro
tection of this Nation? 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. President, I be
lieve that we have, although perhaps 
not a responsibility, at least a desire, 
which is a part of the American na
ture, to help peoples and countries who 
are in need. But I believe we should do 
so on a businesslike basis, rather than 
on a handout basis. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Michigan yield to me? 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I should 
like to complete my questions of the 
Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I think what I 
will state will be of help to both Senators. 

Mr. MALONE. It merely interrupts 
my line of questioning. 

Mr. POTTER. I yield to the minority 
leader. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I wish to point 
out to the Senator from Michigan some
thing which perhaps he does not know, 
namely, that in the committee, although 
it is true -that the so-called percentage 
amendment was rejected, it was rejected 
by a divided vote. Personally, I did not 
vote to reject or strike out the amend
ment. 

Mr. POTTER. I thank the minority 
leader for that contribution to the de
bate. Let me say I also know that some 
responsible officials who are administer
ing this program are desirous of having 
the loan feature retained in the bill. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Michigan yield further to 
me? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield. 
ASSIST OUR NEIGHBORS 

Mr. MALONE. I was trying to develop 
the point the distinguished Senator from 
Michigan had brought into the debate, 
namely, that we do owe our neghbors 

something. We should give them any 
help we can give them-just as in the 
case of a person living in a community. 
I believe in that principle. In the com
munity in which we live, we contribute 
to the Red Cross and to the other worthy 
causes which will assist the community. 
But we do not mortgage or sell our home 
and give the money to the community, 
do we? 

Mr. POTTER. We contribute accord-
ing to our ability. . 

Mr. MALONE. At the present time 
the United States has a national debt 
of $275 billion, and in addition, our coun
try has the distinguished record, if I may 
term it such, of having guaranteed ap
proximately $140 billion or $150 billion 
of other debts. The United States is also 
responsible for the guaranteed amounts 
exactly the same as the national debt. 

Instead of having a national debt of 
$275 billion, we, as a nation, owe approx
imately directly $420 billion, an amount 
which added to the States and municipal 
debts is well in excess of the assessed 
value of the taxable property of the 

· Nation. 
Yet, the Members of Congress often 

seem impatient, when the vote is delayed 
through debate. 

So we are virtually "selling our house" 
to help foreign people who, in turn, when 
we build industrial plants for them, first 
recognize our potential enemies, such as 
Communist China, and then sell to our 
potential enemies everything they need 
for-either peace or war. 

Such sales of materials are constantly 
being made to both Russia, the Iron Cur
tain countries, and to Communist China. 
Most of the nations we have aided have 
already recognized Communist China, 
and now the heat is on for us to not only 
recognize her, but to admit her to the 
United Nations. Many of our top offi
cials are committed to, and are arguing 
for the recognition of Communist China 
by the United Nations, leaving Chiang 
Kai-shek's regime in the United Nations 
until he dies or resigns. 

Of course the precedent has been set 
in Korea, Indochina, and India of di
viding them in two parts, and now it is 
proposed that we do the same in the case 
of China. 

USE OUR MONEY FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE 

So I agree that this money should at 
the very least be handled on a loan basis. 

But why not use the money for our na
tional defense, so that there will be no 
question who would win any battle. 

As a consequence, fights or wars in
volving us will not start. Does not the 
Senator from Michigan agree with me? 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. President, other 
Senators will offer an amendment which 
will deal more directly with the sugges
tion the Senator from Nevada has made. 

I am convinced that, particularly 
when we are dealing with the economic 
aid to be authorized under this bill, as 
much as possible of it should be handled 
on a loan basis. This amendment is 
very simple in every respect, and I can
not conceive that there will be opposition 
to it. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Michigan yield to me 
at thts point? 
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Mr. POTTER. I promised to yield to 
the distinguished Senator from Louisi
ana [Mr. ELLENDER], who wishes to make 
a brief statement. But first I yield to 
the Senator from Wyoming, and then I 
shall yield to the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. BARRETT. I thank the Senator 
from Michigan. 

I intend to support the Senator's 
amendment; but it seems to me that the 
amendment is a very modest one. So I 
:ihould like to ask a question about it. 

As I understand the amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan, it will affect 
only approximately $125 million of the 
$165 million for development assistance, 
under this authorization bill. 

Mr. POTTER. The 75-percent for
mula is to be applied to the $165 million, 
and would produce approximately the 
figure the Senator from Wyoming has 
stated. 

Mr. BARRETT. That would mean 
that the amendment would affect ap-· 
proximately 3½ percent of the total au
thorization provided by the pending bill; 
is that correct? 

Mr. POTTER. That is correct. 
Mr. BARRE'IT. I take it that the 

Senator from Michigan intended to re
strict all the funds which will be avail
able for economic assistance. How 
much of the remainder of the $3,400,-
000,000 is, in fact, economic assistance?-

Mr. POTTER. Mr. President, the 
question of the Senator from Wyoming 
of course is pertinent because we know 
that in the military-support portion of 
the bill, which authorization amounts 
to more than $1 billion-a majority of it 
is, in essence, economic assistance. We 
also know that even in the case of the 
technical assistance program, a certain 
proportion of it is, in essence, economic 
assistance. I am fearful that even in 
respect to the military assistance por
tion of the bill, a portion of it is economic 
assistance. 

In my amendment I have entirely left 
alone the military phases. My amend
ment applies to only a small piece of 
this giant pie; in other words, the 
amendment applies only to the eco
nomic assistance portion, or to approxi
mately 4 percent of the total author
ization. 

Altogether, the 75-percent loan fea
ture applies to the $165 million portion 
of the bill. 

Mr. BARRETT. If the Senator will 
yield further, I certainly agree with him 
that his amendment would place restric
tions on a relatively small amount, ap
proximately $125 million, whereas. I am 
sure that if the information were avail
able to the Senate we would know that 
at least 10 times that amount, or per
haps more than that, is, in fact, economic 
assistance, even though it may be called 
something else. 

Mr. POTI'ER. The Senator is correct. 
Mr. ELLENDER rose. 
Mr. POTTER. How many minutes 

does the Senator from Louisiana desire? 
Mr. ELLENDER. Three minutes. 
Mr. POTIER. I yield 5 minutes to 

the Senator from Louisiana. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, it is 

my judgment that the Senate should 
adopt this amendment. .1 have an 

amendment which I shall propose later, 
to strike out the entire authorization of 
$165 million for development assistance. 
and in due time I propose to show why 
that should be done. 

This fund of $165 million is to be used 
as economic aid to supplement the tech
nical aid program. When the technical 
aid program was placed upon the statute 
books the distinguished Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. RussELL] offered an 
amendment which was accepted by the 
then chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, .Senator Connally. That 
amendment read as follows: 

SEC. 509. The advancement of technical 
assistance or t h e preparation of plans for 
projects as authorized under this title does 
not constitute any obligation whatever on 
the part of the Government of the United 
States to make any loans or grants for the 
execution or construction of any project or 
for the completion of any program devised 
under this title. The President or the person 
administering this title under his direction 
shall give written notice to each recipient 
of funds or beneficiary under this title that 
such assistance in planning or programing 
shall not be construed as an obligation on 
the part of the United States to make funds 
available for the construction or execution 
of any project. · 

This language was modified later, and 
what now appears in the technical assist
ance portion of the law is this: 

Nothing in this act ls intended nor shall 
it be construed as an express or implied com
mitment to provide any specific assistance, 
whether of funds, commodities, or services, 
to any nation or nations, or to any inter
national organization, 

Mr. President, in spite of that Ian..: 
guage, what is happening in connection 
with the program for technical aid? I 
have found on my inspection trips abroad 
that when many of these programs were 
started and various countries were in
vited to join, they accepted only on con
dition that funds would be available for 
economic development. I could cite in
stance after instance in which our off er 
of technical assistance was unacceptable 
to a host country unless we also agreed 
to provide funds to actually construct 
and equip the projects that our tech-· 
nicians determined were necessary to 
raise the economy of the country and 
improve the health of its people. 

As I have stated, this development
assistance fund, which is used in con
junction with technical aid, lends itself 
to a violation of the spirit of the law 
which we wrote upon the statute books. 
It is nothing more than economic aid
Marshall plan aid-which our planners 
are seeking to extend throughout the 
world. The name has been changed, but 
the function still remains economic aid, 
and therefore, Mr. President, I hope the 
Senate will approve the pending amend
ment. Even if the Senate does approve 
the amendment, which provides only 
that not less than 50 percent of the de
velopment assistance funds shall be made 
available as loans, in due time I shall 
offer an amendment to strike the entire 
$165 million fund from the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Michigan has concluded, I 
should like 2 or 3 minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, if agreeable to the Senator from 

Michigan, I will yield back all my time 
except 5 minutes, which I will yield to 
the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr~ MUNDT. Mr. President, I should 
like 2 minutes. 

Mr. POTIER. I yield 2 minutes to the 
Senator from South Dakota. 
~ 'Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, I did not 
intend to go into this subject any fur
ther. However, I take as my text an ar
ticle just offered for the RECORD by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BusHJ 
for printing in the RECORD. He quoted 
the immortal words of a great American 
who said that he regretted that he had 
but one life to lose for his country. 

I remind Senators that we have only 
one country to lose for the life of the 
world. I think we must give some serious 
attention to what we are doing lest we 
lose our own freedoms and weaken our 
security without really achieving per
manently h~lpful results abroad. 

Mr. MAmNE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. If I can rely on the gen
erosity of the Senator from Michigan 
for an additional'minute, I shall be glad 
to yield. 

Mr. POTTER. I can yield no further 
time. 

Mr. MUNDT. Then I decline to yield. 
Mr. MALONE. Mr. President-
Mr. MUNDT. I am sorry. I decline to 

yield. 
Mr. POTTER. Mr. President, I yield 

2 additional minutes to the distinguished 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT. Then I yield to the Sen
ator from Nevada. 

Mr. MALONE. Who executed Mr. 
Hale? 

Mr. MUNDT. I do not wish to enter 
into a discussion about Nathan Hale. 

Mr. MALONE. Was it the British? 
Mr. MUNDT. I wish to say something 

about the entire giveaway program. We 
should reappraise the entire giveaway 
program at this stage of the game. Re
member, this program is now not some
thing which will expire at the end of 
a certain period, as ECA was supPosed 
to expire after July 1. This new pro
gram may never expire. We are now 
starting on a program to tax the Ameri
can people permanently for foreign eco
nomic assistance. If we are not going 
to do it on a loan basis, we had better 
consider seriously the fact that we have 
only one country to lose for the people 
who live here. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield. 
Mr. JENNER. Does not the Senator 

know that both the secretary of State 
and Mr. Stassen have recently said, in 
public statements, that this program 
must become a permanent part of Amer
ica's foreign policy. 

Mr. MUNDT. I remember the state
ment made by Mr. Stassen in that con
nection. That is a statement which I 
think should give. every Sena.tor pause. 
We are doing this with our eyes open. 
Mr. Stassen says this program is per
manent. It is not temporary. 

I regret exceedingly that this amend
ment applies only to $165 million of 
giveaway money. I wish it applied to 
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the $1,278,000,000 found on page 2, 
which is also giveaway economic aid. 

The language in this report is pretty 
tricky. It is devised to fool the folks 
back home. The $1,278,000,000 comes 
under the head of "Military assistance." 
Let us assume, for the sake of argument, 
that that is all for guns, planes, tanks, 
and so forth. I doubt it. 

Then we come to an item of $1 billion 
for "defense support.'' That is the new 
phrase for economic aid. That is what 
it is. The term "defense support" is 
just sugarcoating on the pill. It is 
clothing and shoes and food and sup
plies. However, defense is the word to 
conjure with. Therefore, we call it "de
fense support." 

The next one is called development as
sistance. As this program goes on year 
after year we will find that eventually 
it will be called defense-development _ 
assistance, instead of plain development 
assistance. It will be called defense-de
velopment assistance to fool the folks 
back home. We might as well face the 
fact that this is a global giveaway pro
gram. It is a giveaway program of at 
least $1,165,000,000, as to which the Sen
ator from Michigan [Mr. POTTER] now . 
modestly suggests that 75 percent of the 
$165 million only should be on a loan 
basis. I say we should establish a real 
formula, a real criterion, and give a 
warning notice that America will not, 
forever, as Mr. Stassen says, continue 
this program and tax Americans to 
build schools and irrigation ditches all 
over the world. 

I say Senators should seriously re
flect on the effect on the countries that . 
will get this money. In South America 
all the countries are now listed. We are 
giving something to all of them. The 
framers of the bill almost forgot Vene
zuela, but finally the committee included 
it for a few postage stamps down near 
the bottom of the list. They decided to 
give it 0.2 percent. I ask all Senators to 
watch that amount grow. Do any Sen
ators think that Venezuela will be con
tent to get 0.2 percent wh~n some of its 
neighbors get as much as 2.7 percent? _ 
Naturally, Mr. President( the people of 
Venezuela are going to say, "How come 
we get only 0.2 percent, when other coun
tries · get 2.7 percent? What is wrong 
with Venezuela?" 

How are we going to answer that, un
less we have a rule of thumb or a cri
terion and say that part of it will be on 
a loan basis? If we are going to stay on 
the giveaway basis, we will have to set 
up a formula, and perhaps provide that 
we will give $5 to every man, woman, and 
child all over the world. We are not 
going to make friends ·for America by 
cutting the world up into little camps 
and saying to one little camp, "We will 
give you only 0.2 of 1 percent," and say 
to another little camp, "We are going 
to give you 2.7 percent." 

Mr. President, this is a ·device for 
dividing our friends, not for making 
friends. 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 

of the Senator from South Dakota has 
expired. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I cannot yield. My time 
has again expired. The Senate appar
ently is much more liberal with its money · 
than with its minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. POTTER] 
has 1 minute remaining. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield 1 minute to the Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I 
should like to ask the distinguished Sen
ator from South Dakota who drafted the 
program? Was it the Democratic Party 
or the Republican Party? 
· Mr.MUNDT. The Senator from Illi

nois is interested in politics, primarily 
politics, and only politics, because he has 
a former governor who is trying to get 
back into politics. I am interested here 
in foreign relations, not politics. I be
lieve it would be better if the Senator 
from Illinois would keep political discus
sions for political arenas, and not in- · 
dulge in them in this arena of foreign 
policy. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I am prepared to yield back all my 
time except 5 minutes, if the Senator 
from Michigan is prepared to yield back 
all his time. · 

Mr. POTTER. I yield back my re
maining time. 

Mr. JOHNSON: of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield 5 minutes to the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I would 
be the last man to inject politics into this 
debate. If Senators wish to defeat the 
bill, I ask them to defeat it openly, ~ot 
.underground. Senators are perfectly 
consistent when tpey say, as two Sen
ators have said, "We are going to vote 
for the amendment and against the bill." 
That is consistency. That is perfect 
honesty, and it is foliowing the rule. 

Mr. President, this bill came from the 
executive branch of the Government. 
The earnest recommendation of the ad
ministration spokesman was that no lim
itation be put upon the development 
assistance funds, because development 
assistance is not granted upon the abil
ity of a country to repay, but, rather, it 
is granted primarily upon the needs of 
a particular nation and upon the vital 
necessity of ~ssisting it. 

We provide no development assistance 
funds for Central or South America, I 
may say, with the exception of two coun-· 
tries, Bolivia and Guatemala. Surely no 
Senator who is advised of the facts be
lieves that Bolivia would be able to repay 
75 percent of a development assistance 
program. The primary purpose of assist
ance to Bolivia is to provide food for the 
people until th.ey can develop their agri• 
culture. ' · 

The administrators told us-and it is 
a fact of record-that in every instance 
where loans could be increased, they were 
increased. Let us take the case of India. 
India repaid 65 percent of the money 
she received under this program, al-. 
though there is no such requirement in 
the law. However, when we write into 
the bill a requirement that the limita
tion must be 75 percent, we are taking 
assistance from countries that need it 
and giving the money to countries who 
are able to borrow it. '!'hose countries 

should not get any grants if they can 
borrow the money. 

We are doing our level best to make 
it possible for the administration-and 
we believe in it on this side of the aisle
to make loans, and then, so far as possi
ble, to put the whole program on a loan 
basis. 

That is all there is to this matter. The 
amendment does not apply merely to the 
$165 million item. My friend, the Sena
tor from Michigan [Mr. POTTER] is in 
error in that respect. It applies to any 
funds which may be transferred from 
any other funds for development assist- . 
ance purposes. It -might be technically 
possible to evade that plain commitment 
of law by transferring funds to the de
velopment assistance program and call
ing it something else. 

If we were to have the development 
assistance program operate on a loan 
basis of 75 percent, it would be at least 
honest and -fair to say that any funds 
transferred into the development assist
anee program, an.d any part of the spe
cial fund which the President could put 
into that program, should also be on a 
75-percent repayment basis. 

The purpose of the bill is to make it 
possible to increase the loans. We can
not do that by inserting a provision that 
certain countries must exhaust them
selves in their capacity to borrow from 
any lending institution in the world by 
obligating itself to pay back 75 percent 
of this type of money, whereas a country 
next to it, whose existence and con
tinuance is vital to the defense of this 
country, and vital to the defense of the 
free world, is not able to pay back 75 
percent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
time of the Senator from Georgia has 
expired. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
offer an amendment to the amendment,. 
to strike out "75 percent" and to insert 
in lieu thereof "50 percent." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. President, I will 
accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair'advises the Senator from Michigan. 
that he cannot accept the amendment, 
because the yeas and·nays have been or
dered on the amendment of the Senator 
from Michigan. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that my amendment 
may be modified by substituting 50 per
G·ent in lieu of 75 percent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection· to -the unanimous--consent re
quest? 

Mr. JENNER. I object. 
Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr.' President, I 

do not expect to take more than 5 
minutes, but I think the Senate should 
have an opportunity to vote on my 
amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Michigan. 

In the first place, the vote in the com
mittee to strike out the 30-percent pro
vision was a divided vote. There were 11 
members of the committee present at 
that particular time. The vote to strike 
out the provision was 7 to 4. So· there 
was a division of opinion within the 
committee. I believe the Senator from 
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Iowa [Mr. HICKENLOOPER] came in later. dollar diplomacy is not good for the 
He indicated that he would have been country. Instead of trying to m:ake 
opposed to the amendment. So that friends with foreign nations by appropri
would have made a 7 to 5 vote had he a ting money and giving it to them, would 
been present. , it not be better if the dignity of those 

If Senators will turn to page 12 of countries was protected by recognizing 
the bill they will see the limitation which that they have some responsibility? If 
the committee itself wrote into the bilt they wish to borrow some money, all 
in regard to the President's fund of $200 right; but let us insist that they pay. We 
million. have to pay. The appropriation for the 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the Defense Department is $31,500,000,000, 
Senator from California yield? which is practically $5 billion more than 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I yield. the amount appropriated for all the 
Mr. GEORGE. The Senator knows other Departments of Government. That 

that was done in order to prevent plac- is an expense for which the American 
ing a blank check at the disposal of the taxpayer will have to pay on the barrel
President. head. We are not making any friends 

Mr. KNOWLAND. That is correct, by giving handouts. If they knew they 
except the language reads as follows: had some responsibility, their dignity 

That not less than 50 percent of the funds would be preserved. I care not whether 
appropriated pursuant to this section shall it be a country of Latin America, Europe, 
be available only for furnishing assistance or Asia, the American taxpayer should 
on terms of repayment in accordance with not be responsible for its upkeep. We 
the provisions of section 505, and not more have been buying opinion, and I do not 
than 25 percent of said funds may be al- think that is the proper thing to do. 
located for assistance to any one nation. Uncle Sam's country is so good that it 

So I think it is not inconsistent with 
the action which the committee took in 
regard to the other amendment. 

It appears to me that there is a con
siderable amount of merit in the argu
ment that 75 percent may be too high. 
Personally, I hope we can get to 75 per
cent or to 100 percent as soon as may be 
possible in the case of loans for the de
velopment fund. But I recognize the 
validity of the argument of the Senator 
from Georgia and of those who repre
sent the administration that too high a 
percentage would be damaging, just as 
too low a percentage, such as the amount 
written into the bill last year of 30 per
cent, would be damaging. Some coun
tries might say, "When we have bor
rowed up to 30 percent the remainder 
should be a gift." 

But it seems to me that a 50-percent 
provision would show that the Congress 
was moving into a more firm position in 
regard to loans rather than grants, and 
would indicate that some progress was 
being made from year to year. 

I believe the distinguished Senator 
from Michigan was quite correct when 
he said that had it not been for the 30-
percent provision in the law there would 
not have been the progress in regard to 
loans which has been apparent up to this 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair understands that to the unani
mous-consent request of the Senator 
from Michigan the Senator from Indi
ana entered an objection, but that ·the 
Senator from Indiana has now indicated 
his desire to withdraw his objection. Is 
there objection now to the unanimous
consent request of the Senator from 
Michigan to modify his amendment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec
tion is heard. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
yield 5 minutes to the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ]. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I have 
some definite ideas with reference to 
foreign aid. There is no question of my 
wishing to help foreign nations, but, Mr. 
President, the idea of making friends by 

i& not necessary to spend the American 
taxpayers' money in order to make 
fr iends. Let us treat other countries 
with decency, with respect, no matter 
how poor they may be, but let us not give 
them handouts. I think it is unfair to 
the American people and it is unfair to 
foreign countries to follow such a policy. 
What respect can Latin America and 
Central America have for us when our 
approach is "We are going to give you so 
much money." Would we accept it un
der such conditions? Would not the 
average family like its boys and girls to 
have a little responsibility and work at . 
Garfinckel's or Hecht's for a respectable 
sum of money for their own upkeep, or 
should money be handed out to them? 

Mr. President, I am in favor of the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President I 
wish to make a slight correction in iny 
statement regarding the vote of the com
mittee. The clerk of the committee in
forms me that the vote in the committee 
to strike out the provision for a limita
tion of 30 percent was 8 to 6. So it was 
a divided vote to that extent. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from California yield? 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I yield. 
Mr. AIKEN. That vote, however, did 

not indicate a desire for a 75-percent 
provision. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. No; that is quite 
correct. But I think the committee it
self pretty generally agreed that the 
policy should be toward loans rather 
than grants. 

Mr. AIKEN. The Department. also 
agreed with that point of view. 
· Mr. KNOWLAND. Yes; that is cor

rect. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator will state it. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The pend

ing question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Cali
fornia [Mr. KNOWLAND] to the amend
inent offered by the Senator from Mich
igan [Mr. POTTER], is it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ':rhat 
is the pending question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Under the 
unanimous-consent agreement, the ma
jority leader controls the time in oppo
sition to the amendment, does he not? 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tha.t is 
correct. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. If no Sena
tor wishes to speak in opposition to the 
amendment, I am prepared to yield back 
my time. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
yield 2 minutes to the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. LANGER]. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, for the 
first time in the history of America Ca
nadian money is worth more than is the 
money of the United States. Such a 
thing never happened until we instituted 
our foreign-aid program. 

I investigated the situation, and I 
found that Canada has given Great 
Britain nothing. Every time it sent 
money to England it got security at 100 
cents on the dollar. That is the situa
tion in Canada in spite of that country's 
relationship with England. Yet, Mr. 
President, we have been pouring out 
great sums of money. 

I shall support the amendment, be
cause I think it is a step in the right 
direction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair understands that the Senator 
from Texas and the Senator from Cali
fornia are ready to yield back their 
time--

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield 1 minute to the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi
dent, I wish to make it clear that I am 
supporting the chairman of the com
mittee and what I think is the majority 
view. We decided that the best way to 
approach this development-assistance 
program was not to have any limitation 
whatever on the division of loans and 
grants. I have been very much inter
ested in the undeveloped countries of 
the world. I think we must have flexi
bility if we are going to deal with them 
and give them the aid which is necessary. 
Therefore, Mr. President, I oppose the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair now understands that the Senator 
from California and the Senator from 
Texas yield back the remainder of their 
time. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I mere
ly wish to repeat that this particular 
change in the bill was recommended by 
the administration. It was an adminis
tration proposal. It came to the com
mittee with the full backing of the ad
ministrative officers who appeared before 
us. The majority of the committee were 
convinced that it was the best way to 
increase the amount of loans from any 
given fund, and the best way to accom
plish that objective precisely. It was the 
controlling consideration with the com
mittee in placing a limitation upon the 
$200 million special fund, and restricting 
the power of the President to do as he. 
pleased with so large a sum as $200 mil
lion without any restrictions. The limi
tation is that 50 percent of the total 
amount shall be used on loan, and that 
not more than 25 percent shall go to any 
particular country in the Asian area. 
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That was strictly a method of limiting 
the grant of the $200 million fund only. 

I hope the amendment will be rejected 
because, in my judgment, to agree to the 
amendment would put the bill on the 
way to becoming a loan program. Any 
effort to do that otherwise than by means 
now adopted will retard our efforts. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
ask that the yeas and nays be ordered 
on the amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 

yield 2 minutes to the senior Senator 
f ram Indiana. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, we 
are speaking about $165 million out of 
a total of $3,408,000,000. I have always 
been a strong advocate of lending. I 
have said on many occasions that I have 
never seen any necessity for giving away 
money ; the money should always be dis
bursed in the form of loans. I still stand 
on that ground. 

However, in this instance we are not 
talking about making 100 percent loans; 
we are talking about 75 percent loans
and then only 75 percent of the total of 
$165 million. We are not speaking of 
a loan of 75 percent in each individual 
transaction. 

If we were talking about 75 percent of 
each individual transaction being a loan, 
and 25 percent being a gift, the pro
posal might ·be effective. 

But, franl(ly, what I should like to pro
pose, and may well do later, is an amend
ment that the $165 million must be 100 
percent in the form of a loan. 

However, I shall not vote for the 
amendment offered by the senior Sen
ator from Michigan, for the simple rea
son that, in my opinion, as one who has 
negotiated transactions in which money 
has been involved as loans, it is better 
to specify no amount at all than it is to 
specify, as in the bill, 30 percent or 75 
percent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
of the Senator from Indiana has ex
pired. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I yield 1 additional 
minute to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I think it would be 
more proper to say that the funds shall 
all be advanced in the form of loans. 
But unless that is to be done, I do not 
believe the hands of the administrator 
should be tied to the point where he 
must get back 75 percent. He may be 
able to get more, and it may be good 
business to get more in some instances. 
In other instances he may have to take 
less. · 

In any event, if there is to be a limita
tion of 75 percent, 50 percent, or 30 per
cent, it ought to be on each and ever:y 
transaction, not 75 percent of one item. 
Otherwise we shall make enemies in
stead of friends, because one nation 
would get 75 percent as a loan, while an
other nation would get it as a gift. 

The proper way to handle the situation 
is to advance all the funds as loans, or 
else to leave the amount at zero and to 
let the administration try to negotiate 
as they see fit. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield 5 minutes to the distin
guished senior Senator from Vermont. 

CI-470 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, what we 
are undertaking to decide is whether in 
the future the United States will depend 
on military force alone for the protec
tion of her people, or whether we shall 
invest a modest amount in the strength
ening of the peoples of other countries, 
who naturally would be friendly to us 
and sympathetic to our Government and 
our objectives. 

We shall have to decide-and we are 
helping to decide the question today
whether the United States in the future 
is to be a military nation, while it lasts, 
by putting every boy into the military 
service for no one knows how long, and 
making certain that he will go to foreign 
countries in the defense of our own 
country; or whether we shall, as I have 
said, through a modest investment in the 
strengthening of friendly nations try to 
bring about and perpetuate a lasting 
peace. 

We do not like to spend money outside 
this country. However, it was not many 
years ago when we were investing $7 bil
lion annually for this program. The 
amount has been reduced in the bill to 
$3,500,000,000. 

I hope that neither the amendment of
fered by the Senator from Michigan nor 
the amendment offered by the Senator 
from California will be approved. As the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] has 
so ably pointed out, even reducing the 
requirement for loans from 75 percent 
to 50 percent would not help the coun
tries which need the help most; and the 
nations which are able to pay 65 or 75 
percent are already being required to 
do so, if we have been correctly informed. 

I hope the amendments will be re
jected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the 
Chair to understand that all time has 
now been yielded back? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. No, Mr. 
President; I yield 5 minutes to the junior 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, at 
some later point in the discussion of the 
bill, I hope to express my views regarding 
the entire program at a little ·more length 
than I shall at this time. 

To me, there is no more specious argu
ment being urged against the measure, 
or any part of it, than the argument 
that we are trying to buy the friendship 
of nations and of people. We are not 
trying to buy their friendship; we al
ready have· their friendship. We are 
trying to make it passible for them to 
make their friendship effective, not only 
through military aid, but also through 
economic aid and aid proffered by the 
very section of the bill to which the · 
amendment is offered. If we are justi
fied in requiring that 75 or 50 percent 
of the fund shall be on a loan basis, it is 
difficult to resist the argument that the 
entire amount should be on a loan basis. 
. I imagine that after World War I, the 
United States never had a greater friend 
than the nation and the people of 
~echoslovakia, a new republic, created 
out of the travail of that war, and whose 
first president was Thomas G. Masaryk. 
I remember hearing Woodrow Wilson 
say that Mr. Masaryk was the greatest 
man with whom he came in contact at 
the Versailles Conference, which resulted 

in the peace treaty. The people and the 
Government of Czechoslovakia were our 
friends. But they fell. I believe that if 
the people of Czechoslovakia could vote 
now, and could have their votes counted 
as cast, they would still be our friends, 
and among the best. 

But they are under the domination of 
the ruthless, godless enemies whom we 
are fighting, and whom we are trying 
to aid our friends to fight, in order that 
they may help us also to win the fight. 

So we are not trying to buy friend
ship; we are trying to make the friend
ship effective. Not only in any great 
world crisis, but in combating the grad
ual process of Communist infiltration, 
it will be futile for us to give military 
aid unless the recipient nations are eco
nomically strong enough to use such aid. 
We have had some experience in giving 
military aid to countries whose people 
were being subverted. I do not wish to 
name at this moment any country in 
which that has taken place, but we have 
had that experience. 

Mr. President, I should also lilrn to ad
vert to the criticism of the Senator from 
Indiana against Mr. Stassen. It is not 
incumbent upon me to defend this ad
ministration, or any member of it, but 
I recall that when Mr. Stassen was be
fore the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions I myself asked him whether we 
ought to deceive the American people 
into the belief that this was a 1-year 
proposition, or whether we ought to tell 
them frankly that so long as the present 
threat against us exists, we must con
tinue the aid. I believe they should be 
told. In response to that question Mr. 
Stassen answered in the affirmative. We 
-do not think the aid program is perma-
nent. It is not. We hope the time may 
come in the very near future when we 
will be able to abandon the program be
cause we will not need it. But so long 
as the threat is at our door, so long as 
we do not have world peace, we must 
endure the burdens which it is neces
sary to carry in order to fortify the free 
world against a threat which may be 
withdrawn at one place and projected 
in another. 

I hope the amendment will be de
feated. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I do 
not disagree with what the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] has said rela
tive to the importance of giving assist
ance so long as the threat to the free 
world endures. I do not disagree with 
the statements made by the distin
guished Senator from Vermont on the 
necessity of some economic assistance, 
and of not relying on military assistance 
alone. But I submit the amendment to 
the amendment which I have offered 
does not run contrary to either of their 
contentions. 

In the first place, the particular sec
tion with which we are now dealing 
does provide economic assistance. The 
only thing the amendment does is to say 
it is the policy of the legislative arm of 
the Government of the United States, 
in the 84th Congress, that at least 50 
percent of the fund in this particular 
title should be expended in the form of 

· loans, whereas the public policy stated 
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by -the legislative arm of the Govern
ment in the 83d Congress was that but 
30 percent should be in the form of loans. 

So, in my judgment, my amendment 
does not in any manner destroy economic 
assistance or the necessity for it, as in
dicated by the Senator from Vermont, 
nor does it destroy the fact that so long 
as danger exists, both military and eco
nomic, aid will be needed. 

This particular amendment does not 
cut the total amount in the proposed 
legislation by a single dollar, but it does 
try to develop, from the viewpoint of the 
legislative arm of the Government, that 
we believe that as soon as possible the 
administration's own position, which is 
that we should extend the loan phase of 
the program, should be supported by 
legislative enactment of the Congress of 
the United States. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I yield to the Sen
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. POTTER. Is it not true that this 
is not a new gimmick; that the loan pro
vision is in the existing law, so that the 
language which would be restored by the 
adoption of this amendment is identical 
to the language which is in the existing 
law? 

Mr. KNOWLAND. The Senator is 
correct. What we are trying to do by 
the proposal is to say that under the 
Constitution the legislative arm of the 
Government, composed of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, is given all 
legislative power. The Constitution does 
not say we have one-third of the legis
lative power. It do~s not say we have 
50 percent of the legislative power. It 
does not say we have 90 percent of the 
legislative power. Article I of the Con
stitution says: 

All legislative powers herein granted shall 
be vested in a Congress of the United States, 
which shall consist of a Senate and House 
of Representatives. 

Last year, by votes of the Senate and 
the House, a · 30-percent provision was 
written into the law. This year, to be 
sure, the administration, as it had a per
fect right to do, suggested it preferred 
not to have the 30 percent limitation in 
the law. That matter was taken up in 
the committee.. Dy a vote of 8 to 6, the 
committee supported the administra
tion's point of view, but there was an 
honest difference of opinion in the com
mittee. 

The Senator from Michigan offered 
an amendment calling for a figure of 
'75 percent, which was a considerable in
crease from the 30 percent provision of 
last year. 

In order to make an adjustment of 
the very reasoned arguments against 
making the figure as high as 75 percent, 
and somewhere between that amount 
and 30 percent, I offered the amendment 
providing for 50 percent, because I felt 
it was a reasonable amendment, and be
cause the .committee itself, in the sec
tion dealing with the $200 million fund 
of the President of the United States, 
wrote that at least 50 percent of the 
amount would have to be ultimately 
loaned. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield at that point? 

. Mr. KNOWLAND. I yield. 
Mr. POTTER. Would not the objec

tions which the chairman of the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations has made to 
the loan feature of the $165 million item 
·also apply to tlie $200 million in the 
President's fund? If the argument with 
regard to the $165 million has merit, it 
certainly would apply to the $200 million 
fund which was provided by the commit
tee. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. If the amendment, 
whether it provided for 75 percent, or 
50 percent, as proposed in the amend
ment I have offered, or the original 30 
percent written into the law last year, 
applied to all the funds, I think valid 
arguments could be made against it, 
because military assistance to certain 
countries certainly could not be on a loan 
basis. But the amendment applies only 
to the approximately $165 million of the 
amount under the particular title to 
which the Senator has referred. 

Mr. President, it seems to me there 
is nothing revolutionary about the pro
posal. There is nothing contrary to the 
established policy which the 83d Con
gress itself wrote into the law. It seems 
to me in writing the details of a bill we 
have a legislative responsibility to per
form, and it is not unusual for us to 
exercise our independent legislative 
judgment. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Texas yield me 3 minutes? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield 5 minutes to the Senator 
from Louisiana. 
· Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I shall vote 
against the amendment providing that 
50 percent of the funds in question must 
be loaned. 

The pending bill provides for economic 
aid to many countries. Military aid is 
provided in the bill, but, as the commit
tee well points out, the emphasis is on 
economic aid and economic development 
of Asia. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that, 
with respect to Asia, sooner or later we 
will have to decide which trend , we are 
going to follow. Are we to follow the 
trend which was established with regard 
to Latin America, or follow the approach 
of the Marshall plan? There are three 
times as many people in Asia as there 
we.re people in countries affected by the 
Marshall plan. I think we did much 
good for Latin America through the of
fices of the Export-Import Bank, and in 
other ways. 

In the case of foreign aid, why not do 
the same thing the Government does for 
a. down-and-out farmer who may have 
lost his fruit crop because of a freeze? 
The Government lends him money. It is 
probable that no bank would make a 
loan ·to a down-and-out farmer who has 
lost his fruit crop by reason of a freeze. 
Nevertheless, the Government will make 
a loan to a farmer on a long-term basis. 
If the farmer does not pay the loan off, 
no one looks askance. Why should we, 
look at a sovereign nation as more de
serving than a bankrupt farmer? When 
the loan is made to a farmer, we expect 
him to pay it back. If he is ·unable to, 

it is all right; but if he can pay it back, 
that is all right too. 

We have our agents going to different 
nations and telling them they ought to 
build railroads, or dig deep wells, or erect 
manufacturing plants or establish small 
industries, and otherwise develop their 
economies. Our agents tell those coun
tries they can get money under the point 
4 program. Should our agents tell them 
that the money will be given to them 
from Uncle Sam's Treasury, or tell them 
that they can borrow the money with 
which to develop their economies. It 
seems to me this Government should 
decide whether we will help develop 
Asia in the way we helped countries 
under the Marshall plan, or as we helped 
Latin America. 

For that same reason I shall support 
the amendment, because I think it is a 
step in the right direction, although I 
shall vote against the 50 percent provi
sion, for I would pref er that 75 percent 
be earmarked for loans. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Louisiana yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BIBLE 
in the chair). Does the Senator from 
Louisiana yield to the Senator from 
South Dakota? 

Mr. LONG. I yield. , 
Mr. MUNDT. I think the Senator 

from Louisiana answered my question in 
his concluding sentence. In other 
words, I understand that it is his pur
pose to vote against the pending amend
ment, in order that we can provide that 
at least 75 percent of the funds shall be 
placed under this program. 

Mr. LONG. That is my hope. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi,. 

dent, I yield 5 minutes to the distin-. 
guished Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
HUMPHREY]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Minnesota is recognized 
for 5 minutes. · 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, the 
minority leader has stated a strong case 
for his amendment to the amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan. I think I 
am correct when I say that in the com
mittee the minority leader and I voted on 
the same side, in terms of striking from 
section 201, which is under the heading 
"Development Assistance," the follow
ing proviso: 

Except that 30 percent of the funds appro
pria~ed pursuant to ~h,is subsection shall be 
available only for furnishing assistance on 
terms of repayment in accordance with sec
tion 505. 

Section 505 sets forth the details. 
Mr. President, when I voted to sustain 

that 30 percent limitation, I thought it 
was wise to do so, in order that the act 
would contain a directive that the ad
ministrators should loan at least 30 per
cent, rather than leave it in the form of 
grants. In the committee . there was 
considerable discussion of this matter. 

Mr. President, consistency has been 
referred to. Let me say that I do not 
believe one proves he is correct, merely 
by showing that he is being consistent, 
when he may be consistently wrong. 

I have reexamined the vote in the 
eomm1ttee, and I have reached the con
clusion that the argument of the ad-
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ministrators of the Foreign Operations 
Administration was a valid one. They 
argued that this provision . of section 
201, which it is now proposed to change 
from 30 percent to 50 percent, should 
be stricken out, because in their nego~ 
tiations with foreign countries the per
centage limitation was oftentimes looked 
upon as a ceiling. They testified before 
our committee that in the case of some 
countries they would like to have up to 
perhaps 75 percent or 80 percent of the 
funds handled as loans, and yet with 
the 30 percent provision-and sometimes 
up to 50 percent-looked upon by our 
negotiators, as well as by the other 
countries, as a ceiling. 

I am surprised that the minority 
leader does not have faith in those who 
are administering the program. After 
all, they seem to be men who were se
lected by his responsible leader and by 
our responsible leader. The men who 
are administering the program have 
stated to our committee that it is their 
objective to get more and more of the 
funds for development assistance into 
the form of loans. The committee 
stated its desire to have more and more 
of the funds handled as loans; and I 
was one of the members of the commit
tee who insisted that the administra
tion direct its attention to long-term 
loans at low rates of interest. The offi
cials replied that in some countries loans 
could be negotiated, and in some coun
tries both loans and grants would be re
quired, and in some countries more loans 
and less grants would be required, and 
in other countries less loans and more 
grants would be required. The respon
sible officials stated that they needed to 
have authority for :flexibility, in order to 
get the job done. 

Mr. President, we are not talking 
about billions of dollars. This particu
lar section relates to approximately 
$160 million plus. I am convinced 
that the pattern which was revealed to 
our committee indicates beyond a shad
ow of a doubt that the present tendency 
in connection with this program is. for 
more and more of the funds to be in the 
form of loans. But I believe it would 
be unwise to shackle the hands of our 
administrators, particularly in the case 
of Asian aid, because for many of those 
countries a grant frequently is neces
sary in order to make a loan an accept
able financial device . . 

In this case, do we wish to prove that 
we are good bankers, or do we wish to 
prove that we are competent foreign
policy strategists and performers? Are 
we seeking results, or are we seeking a 
paper record showing that so many dol
lars are on loan at a certain rate of 
interest? 

Frankly, Mr. President, I am worried 
about the interest rate which the ad
ministration may determine to charge. 
I think it is best to permit those who 
are administering the program to come 
back before us and be subject to scru
tiny about their performance in accord
ance with their word of honor; and their 
word of honor to us was that they would 
press to have more and more and more 
of this money utilized as loans. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
time of the Senator from Minnesota has 
expired. . . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas . . Mr. Presi
dent, I yield 2 additional.minutes to the 
Sena tor from Minnesota. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Minnesota is recognized 
for 2 more minutes. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I thank the Sena
tor from Texas. 

Mr. President, the administrator 
pleaded with the members of the com
mittee-and I leave it to the chairman of 
the committee to correct me, if what I 
am saying is not the truth-not to put 
them in an economic straitjacket. 'I'he 
officials told us that if we would permit 
them to have :flexibility they could have 
more of the money put into loans, and 
could do a better job with the dollars 
authorized by Congress. 
· Mr. President, no Member of the Sen
ate believes more strongly than I do in 
the loan principle. I say most respect
fully that I spoke in favor of that prin
ciple before our good friend, the Sena
tor from Michigan, made his statement 
on this matter. I spoke in favor of that 
principle before the program was au
thorized. Let me point out that earlier 
this year the distinguished Senator from 
Montana said he thought more of this 
money should be in the form of loans. 
But, Mr. President, we must trust some
one. Those who are running the pro
gram say they know what they must 
have. They say they know they can do 
a better job with the taxpayers' dollars 
if we do not impose inflexible rules. 

Mr. President, we must resolve any 
doubts we have in favor of the pledge 
of honor, given to 15 members of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, as to how 
the money will be used. I am willing to 
give the administrators a chance to prove 
to us that we can rely upon their pledge 
of honor. In 6 months' time they will 
have to report to Congress, under the 
provisions of the bill, In 6 months' time 
they will have to tell us what they have 
been doing. Why not let them proceed 
for 6 months, so that we can see whether 
we can really trust the word of the ad
ministrators? Mr. President, I ask my 
Republican friends this question: If a 
Democratic Senator is willing to trust 
their administrators, why do not my Re
publican friends trust them? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I do not trust them. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

time of the Senator from Minnesota has 
again expired. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
should like to ask a question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I control the time in opposition to 
the amendment. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
yield 1 minute to the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator from Louisiana is recognized for 1 
minute. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I thank the Senator 
from California. 

Mr. President, I have listened to the 
arguments which have been advanced 
by my friend, the Senator from Minne
sota [Mr. HUMPHREY]. I wonder why the 

committee did not take the same posf .. 
tion in regard to the fund of $200 mil
lion, which the bill will allow the Presi .. 
dent to dole out? 

Mr. HUfy.IPHREY. Mr. President, I 
can answer that question. . . 

Mr. ELLENDER. Because, as I under
stand, in that case it seems to me that 
it is equally desirable that we provide 
"that 30 percent of the funds appropri
ated pursuant to this subsection shall 
be available only for furnishing assist
ance on terms of repayment in accord
ance with section 505." 
. Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, th~ 
Senator from Louisiana has a valid point, 
and I shall give him a .valid and honor
able answer. 

First, the $200 million fund is not pro
gramed, and every Member of the Sen
ate knows it. The $200 million is an 
Asian regional fund, a special fund that 
the President will be able to use to meet 
contingencies which as yet are not 
known. That matter was argued in the 
committee. Some members of the com
mittee were very much disturbed that 
such loose authority was proposed to 
be given to the President. 

I say again that I reconciled my doubts 
in favor of the Chief Executive. I, too, 
have plenty of criticisms of the Chief 
Executive, but, Mr. President, I recon .. 
ciled my doubts in his favor. 

What is the difference between the 
$200 million fund and the funds for de
velopment assistance? The funds for 
development assistance are for planned 
programs, and we know exactly where 
the money will go. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
time of the Senator from Minnesota has 
again expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield 2 additional minutes to the 
Sena tor from Minnesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Minnesota is recognized 
for 2 more minutes. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, al
ready negotiations are under way, under 
the terms of this future authorization, 
for loans under section 201. Those 
funds are an entirely different set of 
funds. The $200 million of the Presi
dent is something that is as yet un
planned, uncharted, unscheduled, un
programed. It is a contingency fund, 
to meet what may be a disastrous situa
tion in the Asian region. In other words, 
we have given to the President the ex
tra money he may need to meet a catas
trophe, to meet a shift in Soviet policy, 
or to meet an immediate situation which 
may arise in that area. What we did 
in connection with that fund, in order 
to tie down the President's hands a lit
tle more, was to require a loan basis. 
But when it comes to the section we are 
now discussing, section 201, this is pro
graming that was done 3 or 4 months 
ago. So we know where the money is 
to go. We have been in negotiations 
with certain countries. 

My plea to my colleagues is: Do not 
be so suspicious. First of all, the State 
Department and the Foreign Operations 
Administration told our committee that 
.they could lend much more than 30 per
cent if they were left alone. They told 
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us that the last limitation we wrote in
to the law tied their hands. They told 
us they could have had many more mil
lions of dollars out on loan if we had 
not inserted a percentage figure in the 
law. 

I have thought this problem through 
carefully. I voted wrong once in com
mfttee, and I wish to correct my vote. 
If we write into the act the kind of limi
tation language now proposed, all we 
shall be doing will be compounding a 
misdeed. We -shall be indicating that 
we have no regard for, no trust and no 
faith in, those administering the pr,o
gram; and possibly we shall be tying 
them down to uneconomic negotiations. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has been yielded back. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk c·alled the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Alken 
Barkley 
Barrett 
Beall 
Bender 
Bennett 
Bible 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Bush 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capehart 
Carlson 
Case, N. J, 
Chavez 
Cotton 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Dirksen 
Douglas 
Duff 
Dworshak 
Eastland 
Ellender 
Ervin 
Flanders 
Frear 

George McNamara 
Goldwater M1llikin 
Green Monroney 
Hayden Morse · 
Hickenlooper Mundt 
H111 Neely 
Holland Neuberger 
Hruska Pastore 
Humphrey , Payne 
Ives Potter 
Jackson Purtell 
Jenner Robertson 
Johnson, Tex. Russell 
Johnston, S. C. Saltonstall 
Kefauver · Scott 
Kerr Smathers 
Kilgore Smith, Maine 
Knowland Smith, N. J, 
Kuchel Soarkman 
Langer Stennis 
Lehman Symington 
Long Thurmond 
Magnuson Thye 
Malone Welker 
Mansfield Wiley 
Martin, Iowa Williams 
Martin, Pa. Young 
McCarthy 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo
rum is present. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
California [Mr. KNOWLAND] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michi
gan [Mr. POTTER]. On this question the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The vote is 
on the amendment of the Senator from 
California [Mr. KNOWLAND] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Mich
igan [Mr. POTTER]; is that correct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator is correct. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I do 
not wish to take any time of the Sen
ate. I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD at this Point, 
before the vote, a statement which I 
have prepar-ed pertinent to the bill. 

There being no obj.ection,_ the state
ment was ordered to be printed -in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

AnMINISTR.ATION POLICY IN NEAa EAST 

· Debate on the mutual security program 
furnishes an appropriate opportunity to 
make a statement about the policy which 
the administration is now pursuing in the 
Near East. 
. I have had strong reservations about that 
policy for some time. I am referring to the 
fact that the Department of State is now 
furnishing arms to Iraq without requiring 
that Government to abandon its war against 
Israel. In my view-and many share this 
view-this prejudices the chances of obtain
ing an Arab-Israel peace. 

There is much sentiment in the country 
for a bipartisan foreign policy. It is de
sirable to maintain a united front so that 
we may effectively mobilize all our resources 
in defending freedom from Communist ag
gression. But I doubt whether our current 
policy in the Near East responds to our best 
national interest, and I am therefore im
pelled to put my misgivings into the record. 

This is not the first time I have had occa
sion to criticize the Department df State's 
policy in the Near East. Several years ago 
when there were powerful interests in the 
Department who were opposed to the estab
lishment of the State .of Israel and who al• 
most succeeded in scrapping the U, N. parti
tion decision, I was one of those who con
tinually challenged that policy. That was 
during the days of a Democratic administra
tion. I did not hesitate to criticize the State 
Department when Democrats were miaking 
mistakes. I see no reason .why I should 
hesitate to speak out today, when it is. the 
Republicans who are making the blunders. 

Our purpose in the Near ~ast today is to 
fill the vacuum in that region and strength
en it against Communist aggression or sub
.version. But we will not succeed in this 
purpose unless we enlist all the states in 
that area. We will not be able to do that 
effectively, unless these states make peace 
and · reach .regional defense arrangements. 

In my view, the policy of shipping arms to 
Iraq strikes a blow at an effective defense 
arrangement in the Near East, not only be
cause it endangers Israel, but because it 
alienates the other Arab States. 

So far as Israel is concerned, the reason 
for that country's alarm is clear and mani
fest. If we arm Iraq or any other Arab State 
and we exclude Israel from our defense 
planning, we play into the hands of those 
who do not want an Arab-Israel peace; we 
raise the hopes of Arab extreJ:?ists that they 
can have another round against Israel; we 
don't take advantage of the defense po
tential of the Israel army, which is by far 
the strongest force in the region next to 
Turkey; and we keep the entire region in 
the kind of tension and turmoil that the 
Commup.ists welcome and exploit. 

But Israel is not the only country in the 
Near East that resents our current policy. 
There has been a violent reaction in Egypt 
where the Iraq-Turkish treaty-negotiated 
with our blessing-was bitterly attacked. 
Egypt rejected an arms agreement with us, 
and today Egypt is more neutralist than it 
ever was before. 

It is a .mistake to think that the Arab
Israel conflict is the only source of dis
agreement and tension in the Near East. 
There are many. There are tensions within 
the Arab world, hostilities between families, 
jealousies and rivalries between states and 
their rulers. our program to arm Iraq must 
surely be resented in Syria which may .some
day lose its independence . and be swallowed 
up if Iraq's expansionist plans are ever car
ried out. ~deed, at this very moment there 
is growing tension inside Syria, as a result 
of apprehensions over Iraq's ambitions to 
dominate the fertile -Crescent. 

Iraq has .always wanted to annex Jor
dan, and Saudi Arabia. is in a continuing 
feud .with both- countries and it has also 
rejected our arms overtures.. Was it really 
a sound decision to prefer Iraq over her Arab 
neighbors and to send her weapons which 
could be used not only against Israel but 
against other Arabs? Did we really gain 
friends this way, or did we lose more than 
we gained. 

Now I believe that we must do everything 
to win the friendship of both the Arab 
peoples and the Israelis. But we can accom
plish that by economic assistance and point 4 
and do it much more effectively than by pass
ing out guns to the palace guard. We are 
not likely to win many- friends among the 
:Arab peoples if we put guns into the hands of 
soldiers whose real enemies are the diseases 
endemic in their -neighborhood. We should 
be giving the Near East the kind of weapons 
that will lengthen lives, not shorten them. 
- · If anyone could prove to me that the send
ing of arms to Iraq would really strengthen 
the region against the Kremlin, I would not 
be on the floor her~ today, But the most vig
orous exponents of this policy have always 
been frank to concede that our military 
buildup in the region is really political. 
They have repeatedly assured us that the 
guns we are sending to Iraq could not injure 
Israelis and we may assume that- a military 
force unable to affect Israel would not be 
likely to ca use tremors in the Kremlin: Then 
:what is the reason for this program? Well, 
we are told that the reason is to secure 
stability; to shore up existing regimes, and 
to win them over to our side. 

But this is dangerous · policy, because we 
can never be sure that our arms are going 
to the right people. All of us remember that 
Mr. Dulles tossed a revolver on the desk of 
Prime Minister Naguib in Cairo when he 
visited the Middle East about 2 years ago. It 
was a gift from President Eisenhower. This 
;wa,s a curious symbol of American friend
ship. Th·ere · are better ways of interpreting 
America's meaning to the peoples · of Egypt. 
But, apart· from that, we are entitled to ask, 
what became of that pistol? Naguib is no 
longer in power. He has been deposed by 
Nasser. He has gone the way of many Arab 
rulers. And that emphasizes the real dan
ger. When our guns are used to shore up 
existing dictatorial regimes, which do not 
rest on the consent of the governed, what 
guaranty do we have ,that we are support
ing the right regimes? Which coup d'etat 
is the right coup d'etat? How can we be sure 
that our guns won't be used to repel demo
cratic change and to repress the majority? 
I question whether this is really the way to 
win the friendship of the Arab people. 

One could elaborate on this issue at ~ength. 
A review o:( the violent political changes in 
the Near East would demonstrate the futility 
and the danger of an arms program for the 
area at this time. Iraq's own record is not 
encouraging. That state has had seven 
milltary coup d'etats since 1936. It was the 
one state in the Near East which was so much 
ciominated by Nazi influence that it went 
over to the Nazi side in 1941 and its army, 
which has never given any respectable ac
count of itself, either in World War II or in 
the Iraqui invasion of Israel, had to be sub
jugated by small allied detachments. The 
Iraqui have neve:r seemed to get over the ef
fects of Nazi propaganda for they have al
ways been virulently anti-Israel and anti
Jewish. They still refuse to sign an armistice 
agreement with Israel. The ancient Jewish 
population of Bagdad was the victim of mass 
murders in 1941-Jews have been publicly 
hanged in Iraq within recent years-and in 
1951, the entire Jewish community of 120,000 
which lived in the area far longer than the 

. Arabs-fled to Israel, leaving homes and pos
sessions behind. 
· While we vote to send arms to Iraq-arms 
which are paid for by all our taxpayers-we 
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should bear ln mind that 0some of our tax
.payers are not permitted to enter Iraq. No 
·Jews-whether they ·be· Isra·elis, or whether 
·,they be British Jews or whether they be 
American Jews-are permitted to go into 
this country. _ 

· I would most strongly urge the Departm_ent 
of State to take another look ·at this arms 
·policy. I hope that it will decide to with
hold further arms shipments to that country 
until it has publicly declared that ·it is ready 
to live at peace with Israel. There has ·b.een 
not the slightest sign of an improvement in 
Iraq's attitude since we began to send our 
arms to that country. On the contrary, their 

· 1eaders appear to be more belligerent than 
·ever and they make no secret of their deter
mination to reverse their defeat of 1948. 

·Moreover, there is already evidence tha_t these 
arms shipments . will . not achieve their al-" 
leged purpose, for the first consignment 
brought us a reaction of disappointment. -
. Let me read a dispatch from Bagdad which 
appeared in the New York Times on ·Janu-
_ary: 14, from which I quote_: . , 

"Considerable disappointment was ex
pressed here -when the first United ' States 
shipment, said to have been composed ex
clusively of vehicles and engineer equipment, , 
arrived at Basra December · 19. Opposition 
Deputies in Parliament wanted to know why 
heavy weapons had not .been delivered and 
they charged that the ~Jnited States program 
had been cut to $25 million a year. 

"The Government replied that United 
States material would be initially d~voted to 

· increasing the mobility and improving . the 
communications of Iraq's forces. Negotia
tions on larger items are now in progress, it 

-was said." 
The way to rep~l the Communist menace 

js to give the average man and woman some 
stake in society, to give him food and cloth
ing and . shelter and .education and · some 
technical knowhow. , If this is what Amer
ica will stand for to the people of the Mid
dle East, then we need not worry about Com
munist aggression and subversion. But if 
A;nerica stands for . nothing but gun~-all 
the military aid we can send at ·this time 
will be of no avail in the continuing war 
·against the Communist propagandist and 
saboteur. 

Finally, I would like to serve notice on the 
administration ·that it is my intention, as a 
member of the Appropriations Committee, 
to oppose any further appropriations for 
military aid to the Arab States, unless and 
µntil there is some clarification and improve
ment in the present situation. [ hope that 
I will be joined in this position by Members 
on both sides of the aisle. For I believe that 
many of us in both parties are agreed that 
our country's highest interests in the Middle 
-l!!ast will be best served by a positive policy 
which emphasizes the paramount need for 
:peac~ and cooperation. 

The PRESIDING . OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the Senator from .Cali
fornia [Mr. KNOWLAND] to the amend
ment of the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. PoTTERl. On this question the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, and 
the clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. MALONE (when his name was 
called). Mr. President, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. MALONE. The amendment of 
the Senator from California to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michi
gan reduces the amount which must be 
in the form of loans from 75 percent to 
50 percent. Is that correct.? 

·· The PRESIDING OFFICER. nat is 
a .' correct statement. · · 

The Chief Clerk resumed and con
cluded the- call of the roll. 

. Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce 
that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
·ANDERSON], the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CLEMENTS]; the Senator from Ar
kansas [Mr. FULBRIGHT], the. Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. GORE], the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. HENNINGS], the Sen
-a tor from Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN], 
and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] are absent on official busi
ness. 
. The Sen~tor from Massachusetts · [Mr. 

KENNEbY] is nec~ssarily absent. 
The Senator from Montana [Mr. 

MURRAY] is absent by leave of the Sen
ate to attend the International Labor 
Organization meeting in Geneva, Switz
erland. 

I also announce that the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CLEMENTS] is paired with 
the Senator. from Arkansas [Mr. Mc
CLELLAN]. If present and voting, the 
Senator from Kentucky would vote "nay" 
·and the Senator from Arkansas would 
vote "yea." 

I further announce that 'if present 
and· voting, the Senator from New Mex
ico [Mr. ANDERSON], the Senator from 
-Arkansas [Mr. FULBRIGHT], the Senator 
from , Missouri [Mr. HENNINGS], the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. · KEN
NEDY], the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MURRAY], and the . Senator from Wyo
ming [Mr. O'MAHONEY] would each vote 
"nay." 
· . Mr, SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. ALLOTTl 
is absent on offleial business. 

'The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
CAsEl and the Senator from Kansas 

0

[Mr. 
-ScHOEPPEL] are absent by leave of the 
Senate. · 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WAT
KINS] is absent on official business for the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

If present and voting, the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. ALLOTTJ and the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. ScHe>EPPELl 
would each vote "nay." · 

The result was announced-yeas 33, 
nays 50, as follows: 

Barrett 
Bible 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Butler 
Byrd 
Chavez 
cotton 
Curtis 
Dirksen 
Dworshak 

Aiken 
Barkley 
Beall 
Bender 
Bennett 
Bush 
Capehart 
Carlson 
Case, N.J. 
Daniel 
Douglas 
Duff 
Ervin 
Flanders 
George 
Green 
Hayden 

YEAS-33 
Eastland 
Ellender 
Frear 
Goldwater 
Hickenlooper 
Hruska 
Jenner 
Kerr 
Knowland 
Kuchel 
Langer 

NAYS-50 

Martin, Iowa 
Martin,Pa. 
Millikin 
Morse 
Potter 
Robertson 
Russell 
Thurmond 
Thye 
Williams 
Young 

Hill Mundt 
Holland Neely 
Humphrey Neuberger 
Ives Pastore 
Jackson Payne 
Johnson, Tex. Purtell 
Johnston, S. O. Saltonstall 
Kefauver Scott 
Kilgore Smathers 
Lehman Smith, Maine 
Long Smith, N. J. 
Magnuson Sparkman 
Malone Stennis 
Mansfield Symington 
McCarthy Welker 
McNamara Wiley 
Monroney 

NOT VOTING-13 
-Allott Gore 
Anderson Hennings 
case, S. Dak. Kennedy 
Clements :McClellan 
Fulbright Murray 

O'Mahoney 
Schoeppel 
Watkins 

So, Mr. KNOWLAND'S amendment to 
Mr. POTTER'S amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michi
gan [Mr. POTTER]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Texas will state it. 
- Mr. -JOHNSON -of -Texas. Have ·the 
yeas and nays been ordered on ' the 
Potter amendment? · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. , The 
yeas and nays have been ordered on the 
Potter amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas .. I - under
stand·that all time on the Potter amend
ment has been yielded back. Is that 
correct? . 

The PRESlDING OFFICER. All time 
on the · ·Potter amendment has been 
yielded back. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The yea
and-nay vote will now be on the ques
tion of agreeing to the Potter amend
ment. Is th.at correct? 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
yea-and-nay vote will be on the Potter 
amendment. ' ' '' 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Minnesota .will state it. 
· Mr~ HUMPHREY. Is the Potter 
amendment the. 75-percent -loan limita
tion amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator. is correct.' The question is on 
agreeing to the' amendment offered by 
the . Senator from Michigan , [Mr. 
POTTER]. The Secretary will · call the 
roll. 
· The Chief Clerk called the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce 
that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
ANDERSON], the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CLEMENTS], the Senator from Ar
kansas [Mr. Ful.BRIGHT], the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. GoRE], the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. HENNINGS], the Sen
ator from Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN], 
and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] are absent on official busi
ness. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
KENNEDY] is necessarily absent. · · 

The Senator f:..·om Montana . [Mr. 
MuRRAYJ is absent by leave of the Senate 
to attend the International Labor Or
ganization meeting in Geneva, Switzer
land. 

I also announce that the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CLEMENTS] is paired with 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Mc
CLELLAN]. If present and voting, the 
Senator from Kentucky would vote "nay" 
and the Senator from Arkansas would 
vote "yea." 

I further announce that if present and 
voting, the Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. ANDERSON], the Senator from Ar• 
kansas [Mr. FuLBRIGHT], the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. HENNINGS] ; the Sen
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY], 
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the Senator from Montana [Mr. MUR
RAY], and the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O'MAHoNEY] would each vote "nay." 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce 
that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
ALLOTT] is absent on official business. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
ScHOEPPEL] are absent by leave of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WAT
KINS] is absent on official business for 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] and the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART] are detained on 
official business. · 

On this vote the Senator from Colo
rado [Mr. ALLOTT] is paired with the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. ScHOEPPEL]. 
If present and voting the Senator from 
Colorado would vote "nay" and the 
Senator from Kansas would vote "yea." 

The result was. announced-yeas 29, 
nays 52, as follows: 

Barrett· 
Bible 
Bricker 
Butler 
Byrd 
Chavez 
Cotton 
Curtis 
Dworshak 
Eastland 

Allten 
Barkley 
Beall 
Bender 
Bennett 
Bush 
Carlson 
Case,N.J. 
Daniel 
Dirksen 
Douglas· 
Duff 
Ervin 
Flanders 
Frear 
George 
Green 
Hayden 

YEAS-29 
Ellender · 
Goldwater 
Hruska 
Jenner 
Knowland 
Langer 
Long 
Malone 
Martin,Pa. 
McCarthy 

M1llikin 
Mundt 
Potter 
Robertson 
Russell 
Thurmond 
Welker 
W1lliams· 
Young 

NAYS-52 
Hickenlooper Morse 
Hill . Neely 
Holland Neuberger • 
Humphrey Pastore 
Ives Payne · 
Jackson Purtell · 
Johnson, Tex. Saltonstall 
Johnston, S. C. Scott 
Kefauver Smathers 
Kerr Smith, Maine 
Kilgore . Smith, N. J. 
Kuchel Sparkman 
Lehman ,Stennis 
Magnuson Symington 
Mansfield Thye . 
Martin, Iowa Wiley 
McNamara 
Monroney 

NOT VOTING-15 
Allott Clements McClellan 
Anderson Fulbright Murray 
Bridges Gore O'Mahoney 
Capehart Hennings Schoeppel 
ease, S. Dak. Kennedy Watkins 

So Mr. POTTER'S amendment was re
jected. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Repre

sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, its reading 
clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 3990. An act to authorize the Secre
tary of the Interior to investigate and report 
to the Congress on projects for the cons~r
vation, development, and utilization of the 
water resources of Alaska; and 

H. R. 6499. An act making appropriations 
for the Executive Office of the President and 
sundry general Government agencies for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1956, and for 
other purposes. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 
The following bills were each read 

twice by their titles and referred, as· 
indicated: 

H. R. 3990. An act to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Interior to investigate and report 

to the Congress on projects for the conser
vation, development, and utilization of the 
water resources of Alaska; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs; and 

H. R. 6499. An act making appropriations 
for the Executive office of the President an<;l 
sundry general Government agencies for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1956, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Appro
priations. 

MUTUAL SECURITY ACT OF 1955 
The Senate resumed the considera

tion of the bill (S. 2090) to amend the 
Mutual Security Act of 1954, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to further amendment. . 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
offer an amendment which I send to the 
desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Louisiana. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is pro
posed, on page 4, line 6, to strike out 
"$70 million" and insert "$35 million." 

On page 4, line 8, strike out "$102 mil
lion" and insert "$51,250,000." 

On page 4, line 10, strike out "$827,-
800,000" and insert in lieu thereof "$413,-
900,000.'' 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, the 
amendment which has just been stated 
is one of a series of amendments which 
I propose to offer, which together will 
cut from the bill a total of $1,013,650,000. 

For the past several days I have been 
quite busy trying to make a complete 
study of the pending bill,, in all its impli
cations, ~nd the Senate Foreign Rela:. 
tions Conuµittee's report and other data 
which were available to me. 
· Mr. President, several months ago 
when it was stated that the administra
tion proposed an economic-aid program 
for Asia, as I recall, there was quite a 
flurry among Senators and Representa
tives, many of whom publicly announced 
their opposition to such a program 
They took the position that they did not 
desire to have our Government .start in 
Asia what had been going on in Europe 
since 1948; in otlier words, they did not 
feel that our Government should embark 
upon an economic-aid program for Asia 

A careful study of the bill will indi~ 
cate that the greater portion of the 
funds authorized represent nothing but 
economic-aid expenditures. In the series 
of amendments which I propose to offer 
to the pending bill-amendments which 
seek to curtail the total authorization: 
by $1,013,650,000-I have not touched 
the $1,278 million which is included in 
the bill for direct military aid. As Sen
ators will note from the bill, and also 
the report, there has been no allocation 
made of this direct military aid author
ization. There is practically no infor-· 
mation in the report to indicate how 
these funds are to be used, and nothing 
to show to which countries they will be 
allocated. I concluded that since most 
of ' the data in connection with the di
rect military aid are of a secret nature, 
and has not as of this moment been 
revealed to us, it would be difficult for. 
me to riow suggest any specific cuts in 
the direct military aid authorization. 
It is my intention, however, to give that 

phase of the program very careful scru.:. 
tiny when our Appropriations Commit
tee is called upon to appropriate funds 
under the authority contained in the 
pending bill. 

Mr. President, as I have stated, I have 
a series of · amendments to offer. In 
these opening remarks, I shall make a 
general statement which will be perti
nent to all of them. I shall ask· the in
dulgence of the Senate while I discuss 
some of the background concerning our 
present foreign aid program, and present 
my case in support of all of the amend
ments which I shall off er to the bill. I 
hope to do this within an hour, but if I 
am unable to do so, I shall ask the lead
ership to permit me to finish my state
ment, provided, of course, it will not 
require more time than would be allotted 
to me if I presented each amendment 
and requested ·1 hour on each amend
ment. If the leadership will cooperate 
with me, I can assure the Senate that I 
will conclude this opening statement 
within an hour or an hour and a half. 

Mr. President, it has been my privilege 
to travel all over the world. As a repre
sentative of the Committee on Appropri
ations, I have visited every country where 
we have undertaken foreign aid pro
grams, and I have witnessed all of these 
various programs in operation. I -know 
from fi.rst-hapd experience how they 
,work. 

I believe I can state without fear of 
contradiction that our army of foreign.:. 
aid representatives abroad are very de
~irous of making this program a per
manent one. As was stated in debate a 
while ago, the position is now bemg taken 
that our. foreign policy from here on de
mands that we operate on a permanent 
basis a program similar to the· one which 
we are now discussing; in other words, 
that a foreign aid program is part and 
parcel of our for.eign policy, and that if 
we are to continue to maintain the 
friendship of the countries of the free 
world, we shall be obliged to continue to 
assist them economically. 

Mr. President, among the programs 
that I shall seek today to curtail is, first, 
the development assistance program; 
whjch was under consideration a mo
ment ago, when the Senate rejected an 
amendment to force loans up to 75 per.:: 
cent on any moneys which were made 
available under it. I shall offer an 
amendment to eliminate development 
assistance-which is just another name 
for economic aid-from the program al-
together. · · 

As. I pointed out earlier in the debate 
on the pending bill, when the Senate 
enacted the so-called point-4 program, 
it was distinctly understood that in mak
ing technical assistance available to any 
country, that country should not assume 
and expect that if we stated that acer
tain program was necessary, we would 
thereafter furnish the money to carry 
through the program. 

I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
the amendment which was proposed by 
the distinguished Senator from Georgia, 
Senator RussELL, and adopted by the 
Senate, which stated clearly and con-· 
cisely that under no conditions should 
our representatives abroad state to the. 
host countries, in getting them to partic-
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ipate in the technical-aid program, tn~t 
we, in turn, wo_uld assist them financially 
in carrying out any program which w~ 
might recommend as a means of improv
ing their economies. As a result of . my 
inspection trips abroad, I pointed Qut 
to the Senate on several occasions, and 
I also reported directly to the Adminis
trator of the technical-aid program 3 
years ago, that, putting it · mildly, our 
technical-aid program was then being 
misused. I showed by specific examples, 
country by country, that, in order to in- . 
duce certain foreign governments to sign 
contracts for undertaking technical
assistance programs, some of our repre
sentatives had · made promises that we 
would assist those countries in actually 
carrying out the programs if the host 
governments did not have the funds. 

As evidence of that, Mr. President, I 
cited many instanc.es in which colleges, 
hospitals, and other capital · investment 

· projects were erected with technical aid 
funds; in other words, I pointed out that 
economic aid projects were being under
taken under the label of technical assist
ance. 

When I made those findings known, 
what happened? The technical-assist-

. ance program was divorced from capital
investment undertakings, but simulta
neously the Mutual Security · Act was 
amended and a section was added to it 
authorizing this so-called development 
assistance. 

The net result has been, Mr. President, 
that our representatives abroad have 
been able to continue to give assurances 
to countries that, if they contract to 
carry on the technical aid programs, they 
can expect to share ·in the economic aid 
funds provided under this development~ 
assistance program. 

That is why, Mr. President, at the ap
propriate time today I shall offer an 
amendment which would have the effect 
of eliminating the authorization for the 
entire amount of $165 million for devel
opment assistance. 

I want to remind the Senators that 
not only is this $165 million of develop
ment assistance funds to be used in that 
fashion, but there are other funds pro
vided in the bill, such as funds for direct 
forces support a'nd for defense support, 
which are to be used, by means of trans
fer or by the generation of counterpart 
funds, in order to furnish the actual con
struction costs of projects worked up by 
our technical assistance experts. 

Mr. President, I am now and have al
ways been, a strong advocate of the 
technical aid program. I think it is a 
marvelous program. If through our 
helping hand the underdeveloped na.:. 
tions of the world can be encouraged to 
develop their. God~given natural 're
sources and make use of them properiy, 
as we have done in this country, I do not 
know of anything which would bring 
more contentment to this world, and 
which would assure mankind that the 
millenium of peace we so often talk and 
dream about is just ahead. · 

Mr. President, the United States has 
spent, since World War n, almost $50 
billion in trying to assist our friends 
across the seas. I voted for the so-called 
Marshall pla:n because I thought it was 

L. 

a good program, -and-I still think it was. 
a good program. Under the · Marshall 
plan we gave generously to assist those 
nations which had been overrun in 
World War II by a cruel enemy. As a 
result of the long, devastating war years 
their economies had gone to pieces. 
When I voted for the program-and I 
am sure that I speak not only for myself, 
but for the other Senators who voted 
for it-it was our desire to restore the 
standard of living of our friends across 
the seas to its prewar level, and we hoped 
to raise their industrial capacity and 
their agricultural production to such a 
point that, if ever the time came when 
we would need them to help us maintain 
peace and order in the world, they would 
be fn a position to lend us a helping 
hand. 

Mr. President, I wish to read from the 
record a short e~cerpt fron:,. the state
ment of the first Administrator of the 
foreign aid program, Mr. Hoffman, when 
he appeared before the Senate Appro
priations Committee in 1949. Many of 
us felt at that time that the amount we 
were being asked to contribute to this 
undertaking was too large. Many of us 
thought that the time element should· be 
considered. So when Mr. Hoffman came 
before the Committee on Appropriations 
on June 8, 1949, we questioned him very 
closely. I, for one, asked him how much 
money it would require in order· to put 
our friends in Europe back on their feet. 

He replied: 
From $17 billion to $18 b1llion. 

I asked him: 
How long will it take? 

He replied: 
About 4 years, maybe 4½ years. 

I asked him: 
What is the goal? 

Mr. Hoffman stated that if we could 
raise the industrial production of the 
countries of Western Europe, assuming 
prewar production as 100 percent, to 125 
percent, we could end the program. 

Why did he say that? Let me read 
his exact words, as shown on page 35 of 
the hearings before the Senate Appro
priations Committee when it had under 
consideration the foreign-aid appropri_. 
ation bill of 1950, H. R. 4830. 

J.'4r. Hoffman said: 
I would like to make one final point. 

He is speaking now to the committee
It may at · first glance seem paradoxical, 

but I look upon the European recovery pro~ 
gram as our best hope for bringing Govern
ment spending down· to a point where taxes 
will not be so oppressive-to a level at which 
our free economy is not in danger. 

I say this because I see no way in which 
our tax burden can be reduced substantially 
unless the threat of war and the consequent 
necessity for maintaining an abnormal Mili
tary Establishment is reduced. · 

Listen to this, Mr. President: 
This economy cannot go on indefinitely 

spending $15 billion or more a year for mili
tary defense. 

Yet, as the distinguished Senator from 
New Mexico stated a moment ago, we 
have been . spending over twice that 
~uch. in recent years. ·· 

I read· further: 
The surest way I k:now of to reduce the 

danger of war so that we may reduce our 
Military Establishment is to carry on the re
covery program, to the point where a free and 
self-sustaining and unified Europe is able to 
play its full role in cooperation with the 
United States and other free countries in 
maintaining the peace and prosperity of the 
world. 

Mr. President, as I have said, when I 
voted for the original ECA bill, I did so 
on the premise that if it were possible 
for us to place the countries of Western· 
Europe back on their feet and make it 
economically possible for them to lend us 
assistance in the future in our efforts to 
maintain world peace, then our own sac
rifice in depriving ourselves in order to 
give to our allies would be worthwhile. 

But what has happened under the, 
. European recovery program? Not only 
did these countries reach the 125 percent 
of prewar production goal, placed by 
Mr. Hoffman, in 4½ years, but they ac
tually achieved it at the end of 3 years. 
Was any effort made to stop the pro
gram once the goal had been reached? 
Oh, no. Instead, our planners on the 
Washington level and our planners in 
the field sought to make the program 
even bigger. But instead of using the 
old program of ECA or direct economic 
aid, it was changed into a military-aid 
program. As I stated a moment ago, if 
anyone reads this bill carefully he will 
find that all of'the $3,500,000,000 author
ization, except $1,278,000,000 for military 
aid, is in the nature of economic aid. 
Under the.defense-support provisions, we 
s·end goods to a country-! or instance, 
we send them to the Near East, to Africa, 
and Asia-and those countries sell the 
goods to their own people, and thus cre
ate a fund, known as a counterpart fund, 
which is used to build dams, repair their 

' railroads, erect hydroelectric plants, and 
the like. 

As is pointed out on page 17 of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee re
port on the pending bill, in describing 
defense support: · 

This type of aid consists primarily of ma
chinery and commodities (including surplus 
agricultural commodities). When the goods 
are sold in the country being aided, the local 
currency received in the transactions is used 
for further defense purposes-sometimes for 
budget support or sometimes for other proj
ects designed to increase the country's ca
pacity to maintain armed forces of the de
sired size. ' 

And again on page 9, the committee 
report states, in describing the defense
support program: 

It differs from economic assistance not so 
much in form as in purpose. 

Mr. President, the Lord only knows 
that we cannot maintain. a foreign eco
nomic aid program and expect to remain 
solvent, particularly when every dollar 
we have been making available to our 
friends across the seas is borrowed 
money. 

It may be of interest to the public to 
know that in the past 24 years we have 
balanced the budget on only 3 occasions, 
and 2 of those were in years immediately 
fallowing World War II. The budget 
was balanced then because World War 
n had ended, and we did not spend the 
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money which had been appropriated for 
carrying on the war. When the war was 
ended, the unspent money was returned 
to the Treasury. The third time the 
budget was balanced was in 1950, when 
the Korean war came on. It will be re
called that Congress imposed a 10-per
cent increase in the tax on individual 
incomes and a 5-percent increase in the 
tax on corporate incomes, as well as in
creases in various excise taxes. The ad
ditional income could not be spent im
mediately, because it was · to be used to 
pay for the cost of the Korean war. The 
result was that it was possible to balance 
the budget for that year. But it was 
budget balancing in name only; it was 
not anything that we could really boast 
about. 

Mr. President, I ask again, how long 
can we continue borrowing money to 
finance overseas give-away programs? 
Can we afford to make this program a 
part of our foreign policy, to be con
tinued indefinitely? In my humble 
opinion, if we embark on a permanent 
economic-aid program, we will in the 
long run destroy our own way of life .. 
We do not have to undergo another war, 
in order to have our economy destroyed. 
If we keep on piling up de.bts, we will 
eventually pile the debt so high that the 
carrying charge will become so great as 
to destroy incentive. It does not require 
any great imagination to foresee what 
will happen to our democratic way of 
life when that occurs. 

Mr. ~resident, I came to the Senate in 
1937; this is my 19th year here. The 
amount of money Congress appropriated 
during the first year I served in the Sen
ate--the amount required to run every 
department and agency of the Govern
ment, including the armed services, the 
State Department, and all the other 
Government agencies--was only a few 
hundred million dollars more than the 
amount now required merely to pay the 
interest on the national debt. All that 
has occurred in the past 19 years. In 
other words, the present carrying charge 
on our huge national debt, which is 
climbing and climbing and ever rising 
higher, is now almost as much ·as the 
amount Congress appropriated 19 years 
ago for the operation of every depart
ment and agency of the Government. 

Mr. President, let us see how our 
neighbors have fared as a result of the 
economic aid we have made available to 
them. I have before me a table show
ing the degree of their recovery. The 
table I have assumes, for 1938, an index 
of industrial production equal to 100. I 
point out to my good friend, the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART], that at 
the end of the year 1954, the average in
dustrial production index for all the 
countries of Western Europe was not 
125 percent as Mr. Hoffman had aimed 
for, but 154 percent of prewar. Mr. 
President, it does seem to me that since 
we have assisted our friends across the 
seas in making so splendid a recovery, 
we should be able to count on them to 
cooperate with us in assisting the under
developed free countries of the world. 
They should come forward now and vol
unteer to do so, particularly in view of 
the fact that, in spite of the enormous 
debt burden resting upon us today-a 

debt which, as I have said, amounts to 
$277 billion-we are now spending for 
our defense purposes, in other words, in 
order to take care of our own military 
establishments, both here and abroad, 
68.3 percent of our entire budget. 

Take Formosa. Today who is worry
ing about Formosa? Only Uncle Sam. 
There is no one else out there. We are 
the only ones who seem to be interested 
in maintaining Korea's independence. 
We are the only ones who are assisting 
Chiang Kai-shek by furnishing him with 
implements of war, tanks, boats, a small 
navy, and other types of assistance. No 
one else seems to be bothered about the 
acute situation in the Far East. 

We had what has been called "a little 
skirmish" in Korea. In that connection 
the other day I listened to former Presi
dent Truman on television on Ed Mur
row's program. His sweet little daughter 
was asking him questions. She asked 
him what was the toughest decision he 
had to make while he was President, and 
he replied, "The decision to send our boys 
to Korea." 

Mr. President, our country is a mem
ber of the United Nations. All of our 
friends in Western Europe, whom we 
have been helping for many years, also 
belong to that great organization. But 
when the Korean emergency arose we 
were the ones who had to carry the ball. 
When it was all over, we had assumed 
more than 90 percent of the cost of that 
war, and we furnished more than 90 per
cent of the foreign soldiers who fought 
in Korea. 

Who assumed the responsibility in 
Indochina? It was Uncle Sam. We end
ed by paying more than 80 percent of 
the cost of the war in Southeast Asia. 

Mr. President, we cannot keep pick
ing up the check for the rest of the free 
world, and hope to remain solvent. If 
ever the economy of the United States 
is destroyed, there will be nothing but 
darkness in this world. We cannot af
ford to continue to carry the entire load, 
particularly after having spent so much 
of our resources and having added so 
much to our debt burden in order to 
bring prosperity to the countries of West
ern Europe. Our allies, Mr. President, 
should now be at our side helping us to 
develop the economies of the underde
veloped nations of Asia. That is why I 
am asking that the Congress curtail that 
part of the pending authorization, which 
is devoted to purely economic aid. 

Efforts should be made immediately 
to get our friends to assist us in this tre
mendous long-range undertaking. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Can my colleague inform 

me how much the amendment he has 
offered would reduce the authorizations 
of the pending bill? 

Mr. ELLENDER. The pending 
amendment would reduce the authoriza
tion for defense support by about half a 
billion dollars. But, as I stated in my 
opening remarks. I have a series of 5 
amendments which, if adopted by the 
Senate, would reduce the amount of the 
bill by $1,013,650,000. 

I invite the attention of my colleague 
to the fact that because that portion of 

the bill dealing with direct military aid 
is not allocated either in the bill or the 
committee report and because we have 
not been told where it is to be used and 
actually know nothing about it-there is 
nothing in the RECORD about it-I left 
that out entirely, so that we could deal 
with that question before the Appropria
tions Committee when those in author
ity come before us to justify the one 
and a quarter billion dollars for direct 
military aid. So the amendments I am 
now proposing, and which would cut over 
a billion dollars from the bill, deal solely 
with economic aid programs, which are 
labeled in the bill "defense support" and 
"development assistance." 

Mr. LONG. If I correctly understand, 
the Senator is not offering his amend
ments en bloc, but he is offering 1 of 
a series of 5. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The Senator is cor
rect. 

Mr. President, a moment ago I cited 
examples of the industrial progress made 
by the Western European nations. I 
should like to give the .figures for other 
countries of Western Europe. 

Take Belguim, as an example. · As of 
1954 her industrial advancement was 
144 percent; Denmark, 165 percent; 
France, 148 percent; Greece, 167 percent. 
When I was in Greece last fall it had 
gone up to 172 ½ percent. That was a 
few months ago. The figures I am now 
giving are for 1954. 

Mr. LONG. Does the Senator mean 
that Greece, for example, has advanced 
her industrial production 68 percent over 
the former level, in 1938 or 1944, or does 
he mean 168 percent? 

Mr. ELLENDER. In computing the 
industrial production index of a country, 
1938, the year before the war, is rep
resented as· 100. In other words, we 
start with 100 percent as the pre-war 
level. As I stated a moment ago, this 
is an old table--it represents the 1954 
level. I was in Athens last November, 
and I was told by our representative 
there that Greece had made a great re
covery, and that her industrial produc
tion had increased by 72½ percent over 
the pre-war figure--that her present in
dustrial production index is 172½ per
cent of prewar. 

Mr. LONG. In other words, Greece 
is now 72 ½ percent more productive 
than before the war. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 
Mr. LONG. Still we are sending her 

economic aid. 
Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. I 

should like to state that I feel sorry for 
the Greeks. They are good, fine people. 
Here recently they experienced a little 
earthquake, and because of the earth
quake they are asking us for $15 million. 
In other words, when anything happens 
to them, they say, "Come and help us." 
I am glad to help them but I believe our 
European allies ought to be willing to 
help them also. 

Mr. LONG. Does my colleage agree 
with me that there is practically noth
ing the bill would do that these people 

· could not do for themselves if they had 
the determination and energy to do it? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I am convinced of 
that. I am convinced also that if the 
leaders of those countries were briefed 
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on our own ·economic picture, on the tax 
burden and the debt burden on the backs 
of the American people, they would say 
to us what was said to me by two kings 
whom I visited last year; namely, that 
for us to be making available to anyone 
borrowed money was just plain foolish
ness. During the conversation I was 
told by these two ·rulers that not only 
was it foolish, but that if we continued 
such spending, sooner or later our econ
omy would be·destroyed, and if ever that 
occurred, the whole world would be in 
darkness. I am in complete agreement 
with that statement. · 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NEU
BERGER in the chair) . Does the senior 
Senator from Louisiana yield to the 
junior Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Does not my colleague 

agree with me that the charts which are 
produced to indicate that, if we had not 
given these countries a few million dol
lars, the great econoinic recovery would 
never have occurred, are misleading be
cause those countries would have re
covered anyway by hard work on their 
own part,· and the aid we gave them ac
counted for only a small portion of their 
recovery, perhaps only 5 percent? 

Mr. ELLENDER. The trouble with 
the program was that we went too fast 
with it. We gave these countries too 
much money. Let ·us take the case of 
Austria. I was in Vienna last Novem
ber. Senators may· not believe this, but 
the Austrian Government had in its 
treasury, of these ·counterpart funds, a 
half billion shillings which they did not 
know how to spend. They coulq. not 
spend that money in accordance ·with 
the rules and regulations set by us. The 
money is still there. 

Let us take Norway. Norway is a fine 
country, and the Norwegians are fine 
people. We let the Norwegians have 
$411 million, as I remember, in round 
figures. What did Norway do with it? 
$309 million of that money was used to 
pay off their debt. In other words, what 
we did was to send borrowed United 
States dollars to Norway so that Nor
way could retire some of its debt. I say 
that is foolishness. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

. Mr. ELLE~DER. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Was Norway successful 

in paying off her whole debt with the 
money she received from us? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I do no't know, ·but 
she used either $289 million or $309 mil
lion-I do not remember the exact fig
ure-of the money that we sent her to 
pay off her debt. · 

Let us take Italy, and consider the 
progress made .there in industrial pro
duction. As of 1954, it was 171 percent 
of prewar; in the Netherlands it was 
172 percent; in Norway, 180 percent; 
Turkey, 232 percent; the United King-
dom, 14lfpercent. · -

Now let us examine the progress made 
in agricultural production. . The same 
method has been used in arriving at 
these figures. That is, we assume that 
'tor 1938 the index of .agricultural pro-

duction was 100 percent. As of 1954, 
agricultural production in Belgium had 
increased 14 percent; . in Denmark, it 
had increased 22 percent; in France, 18 
percent; in Greece, 26 percent. 

-Mr. President, all those countries are 
relatively small in are~. and almost every 
acre of their land has been under inten
sive cultivation even prior to World War 
II. Notwithstanding that intensive cul
tivation, through our · assistance and 
through advice from our agricultural 
experts, they have been able to increase 
their production of food and fiber per
centagewise to the extent that I have 
indicated. 

Let us examine the situation in Tur
key. That is a fine country. The Turks 
are fine people. They are great soldiers, 
and they are hard work~rs. As I indi
cated a while ago, the industrial pro
duction of Turkey as of 1954 was 232 
percent of prewar, and, Mr. President, 
her agricultural production as of 1954 
was 164 percent of prewar. Yet in spite 
of that increase in Jndustrial production 
and in agricultural production, Turkey 
will be given quite a large sum from the 

Country 

Belaium _______ ·-------- · __________________ _ 
Denmark __________________________________ _ 
France ____________________________________ _ 
Greece _____________________ ·. ---------------
Italy ___________ ------- ---------- - --- ------ -Netherlands _______________________________ _ 
Norway ·----------- -------------------- · __ _ 
Portugal_ __ _____ ·------------ ·--------- · __ _ Tur.key _________________ • __________________ _ 
United .Kingdom ______ __ __________________ _ 

iJ~~:iates _ ----------------___ : _____ · __ --
t Prewar=lOO. 
2 Not availabl_e. 

Per capita 
Defense 
expendi

tures 

$47 
30 
86 
15 
18 
38 
47 
8 

16 
95 
40 
12 

287 

Mr. ELLENDER. What I have sought 
to point out, Mr. President, is that by 
the expenditure of these vast sums we 
v.-ere able to increase the productive ca
pacity of our friends across the seas to 
a point far beyond our expectations at 
the time the program was initiated. 
All of us expected-I know I did-that 
once these countries reached their goal, 
then if we ever needed them in order 
to help us carry the burden of main
taining our freedom and as well as thei-r 
own, they w.ould join hands with us and 
assist us. 

Mr. President, in addition to the money 
we spent on our European allies by way 
of grants and loans under ECA and other 
programs, the NATO agreement was en-
tered into. . 

Surely when that agreement was en
tered into, and in the light of the healthy 
conditions, economically and agricultur
ally, in which our friends found them
selves at that time, ·I thought, and I am 
sure many other Senators also thought, 
that those countries would conscien
tiously try to carry out their part of the 
agreement. However, what happened 
with respect to the cost of the NATO 
undertaking? Not only did we have to 
take care of our own defense obligations 
here at home untii it hurt, and not only 
did we take care of Korea . and For-

defense support funds authorized in the 
pending bill-$50 million. And in addi
tion, Turkey will be given $20 million of 
direct forces .support. 

I am not asking that the entire $50 
million of defense support funds allotted 
to Turkey be eliminated. However, I 
say we should give · Turkey only half of 
what is suggested in the pending bill, in 
the hope that our friends in Europe will 
put up the other half. That is the theory 
on which my amendment is grounded. 

I am convinced that it is sheer folly for 
us to inaugurate a program of this mag
nitude on a permanent basis, as is being 
suggested by our leaders on the Wash
ington level, both in the Senate and at . 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue . . 

Mr. President, I could cite more fig
ures of production increases, but I do 
not want to delay a vote. on the pending 
amendment. I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the RECORD at this 
point the table from which I have been 
reading. 

There being no objection, the table 
was ordered to be ·printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Defense 
expendi
tures as 
percent 
of total 
budget 

National debt 
Industrial 

produc
tion1 

Agricul
tural pro
duction 1 

·23. 5 $5 billion__ ________ 144 114 
20. 0 $1.2 billion________ 165 122 
34. 4 $14.6 billion_______ 148 118 
35. 9 Not available_____ 167 126 
.20. 9 $6.2 billion________ 171 124 
22. 3 $5.8 billion________ 172 119 
28. 0 $1.6 biilion. _______ 180 ll5 
32. 4 $462 million_______ (2) 134 
43. 4 Not available_____ 232 164 
36. 3 $73.5 billion_______ 147 129 
21. 2 $9.6 billion ___ ~---~ 142 ll8 
36. 5 $1.8 billion_----~-- 136 106 
68. 3 $276 billion _________________ · ___ -----------· 

mosa and ·southeast Asia, almost single 
handedly, but we also had to provide 
from 20 to 30 percent of the money 
necessary for the countries of Western 
Europe to carry o·ut their part of the 
NATO agreement. 

That, Mr. President, is going beyond 
all reason, and in view of what has hap
pened in the past, I am very hopeful 
that Congress will see the ·light and try 
to shift some of the foreign-aid burden 
to the friends we have assisted. There 
is no reason why they should not as
sume a part of that burden. 
. Let us consider southeast Asia. Who 

is in danger there? Is not Australia 
in danger? Australia is a country as 
big as our .own, even though . it does not 
have the population we have. Surely 
Australia ought to be able to contribute 
something toward helping in this un
dertaking. New Zealand ought to be 
able to do likewise. Surely the British, 
with so many interests in that area-in 
Malaya, · Hong Kong, and in other 
places-ought to be willing and able to 
assist us in carrying the load. 

However, whenever we knock on the 
door there is no one at home. Seemingly 
we are the only nation that is destined 
to carry the whole load. °If we continue 
doing it ourselves, and if we listen to the 
planners on the Washington level ang to 
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our representatives who administer the 
program throughout the world, we will 
continue to carry it alone from now on. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Louisiana yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield for a ques
tion. 

Mr. CAPEHART. ' Would the Senator 
recommend that we confine the aid rec
ommended in this bill entirely to Asia, 
Latin America, and possibly the Near 
East and the Middle East? 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is what we are 
doing. 

Mr. CAPEHART. There are other 
areas. 

Mr. ELLENDER. There may be mili
tary aid going to other areas. I am not 
prepared to discuss that phase of it, for 
the simple reason that there is nothing 
in the record to show where the direct 
military aid is to be used, or how it is to 
be used. 

Mr. CAPEHART. If the Senator 
means the military assistance under sec
tion 2, amounting to $1,275,000,000, 
quite a bit of that goes to Europe. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The Senator is cor
rect, I believe. I hope to be able to deal 
with that when the proponents come be
fore the Appropriations Committee for 
the money to carry out the program. It 
will be noticed also that the development 
assistance funds for the Near East and 
Africa are unallocated. I understand 
that the reason why these funds are not 
allocated is because in the Near East 
there seems to be a little tug of war going 
on between Israel and the Arabs, as to 
who shall get how much. Whether that 
is true or not I do not know. I was in
formed that it might not be a good idea 
to let the Arabs know how much Israel 
is getting, or to let Israel know how much 
is being given to the Arabs. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I thought the Sen
ator made a good factual case with re
gard to production and prosperity in Eu
rope, and that the nations in that area 
might well give up American aid, includ
ing military as well as economic aid, and 
that it might go to Asiatic countries, or 
to Latin America or other countries 
which need help. Would not that be the 
proper procedure? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I agree with the 
Senator, but I would go further than 
that and have them not only carry their 
own load militarily, but help us to carry 
the load for military and economic aid 
in the Near East, in Africa, and iri Asia. 

Mr. CAPEHART. In other words, 
words, what the Senator is recommend
ing is that we may as well eliminate · 
aid to those who may no longer need 
it, and they might help us in carrying 
the load in Asia, the Middle East, and 
the Near East. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is the essence 
of my argument and it is the theory on 
which is based all the amendments I am 
offering. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I think the Senator 
has made an excellent factual case for 
his position. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. President, I could ·go on and deal 

further with this general problem and ' 
give more facts, but I should like now 
to address myself for a few minutes to · 
the impact which all these vast expendi-

tures abroad have had on our own 
economy. 

As I pointed out, our debt today is 
approximately $277 billion. I am won
dering if Senators realize the size of it; 
When we say $277 billion no one knows 
what it means. The figu·res are so huge, 
so astronomical, that we cannot conceive 
of the size of our national debt. 

Some time ago I did a little figuring 
on this subject. Suppose that tonight, 
at midnight, the 96 Senators who adorn 
this body were to start counting our 
debt. Suppose each Senator worked 24 
hours a day-that is about what we are 
working at this time-without stopping 
for anything, and assume that each Sen
ator counted at the rate of two 1-dollar 
bills a second, or 120 1-dollar bills a 
minute. How long do Senators think it 
would require them to count our national 
debt? 

I do not expect an answer, because I 
am sure that Senators have not figured 
it out on this basis. But if all 96 Sena
tors were to start counting our debt 
tonight at midnight, and assuming that 
each Senator would count at the rate 
of 120 1-dollar bills per minute, and. 
worked 24 hours a day, it would take 
47 years to count the debt. 

I made another calculation, Mr. Presi
.dent. Suppose we were to tak:e these 
dollar bills, attach them together, and 
make a ribbon of them. How many 
times would that ribbon of dollar bills go 
around the world? I do not expect Sen
ators to answer that question now, 
either--

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Has the 
Senator from Louisiana consumed an 
hour? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Approx
imately an hour. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I wonder 
how much time the acting minority 
leader would like to yield at this time? 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I 
yield 25 minutes to the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair would like to inquire of the Sena
tor from Louisiana whether he wishes to 
have his amendments considered en 
bloc. 

Mr. ELLENDER. No, Mr. President. 
What I propose to do-

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, a parliamentary statement. I un
derstand the minority leader controls 
the time in opposition to the bill, and I 
understand that the Senator from Loui
siana is opposed to the bill. The acting 
minority leader has agreed with me that 
he would yield up to 30 minutes, so I 
should like to have 25 minutes of that 
time yielded to the senator from Loui
siana. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
have five amendments to the pending 
bill and I have a sixth one which I may 
offer. That would give me a total of 6 
hours time. But I do not intend to con
sume that much time. I wish to con
clude my general statement on all my 
amendments, and then reserve about 5 

minutes for each amendment to explain 
each of them before the vote is taken. 

MI'. JOHNSON of Texas. As I under
stand, after the Senator has consumed 
his 30 minutes, there will be, as he calls 
up each amendment, an hour to each 
one: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair would like to inquire again of the 
Senator from Louisiana, with reference 
to his pending amendment which is 
divided into three portions, whether he 
wishes it considered en bloc. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes, Mr. President. 
I misunderstood the Chair's inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection the amendments will be consid
ered en bloc. · 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, as I 
stated a while ago, suppose we take the 
$1 bills represented by our $277 billion 
national debt and make a ribbon of them. 
How many times would that ribbon circle 
the globe? I do not expect Senators to 
answer that question, because they have 
not figured it, but it would go around the 
world a thousand times; it would reach 
a hundred times the distance from the 
earth to the moon. 

Mr. President, we are today voting on 
legislation that will add more and more 
to our already astronomical national 
debt. Yet we expect also to keep sol
vent and to maintain our way of life. 
I fear that -it will be impossible for us 
to do so. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Putting it another way, 

the latest figure I saw was that in terms 
of "purchasing power our debt is more· 
than $100 billion greater than that of all 
the other countries of the world com-
bined. -

Mr. ELLENDER. I do not know the 
exact figure, but I know that our entire 
debt is much more than the combined 
debts of all the other nations of the 
world 

Mr; President, what is the effect that 
all this activity is having on our own 
economy? We have been living for 
many years in a 'state of emergency. 
We have been neglecting the conserva
tion of our own soil. We have been 
neglecting to build dams where they 
should have been built years ago, so as 
to protect and conserve our soil. We 
have been neglecting the maintenance 
of our harbors, and of our waterways, 
and of other :oublic -works projects. 

We seem to have forgotten that the 
land in this country which is suitable 
for cultivation-arable land-is limited. 
The experts- tell us that today-462 mil
lion acres are arable. It is from those 
acres that we ·are able to give to the peo
ple of our time the standard of living 
which they are now enjoying, 

It has been stated that in addition to 
the 462 million acres, another 45 million 
might be recovered-15 million acres re
leased from the feeding of horses and 
mules, and another 30 million acres 
from reclamation, 

So the entire amount of arable land 
we can ever hope to have in this country 
is only 507 million acres. · 

If our population is to continue to in
crease at the present rate, which is now 
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some 2,700,000 persons a year, it is esti
mated that by 1975, only 20 years from 
now, the population will be 221 million. 
If the people .of that generation-that is, 
of 1975-are to have the same standard 
of living as we· enjoy ·today-or, let us 
say, as we enjoyed in 1950-165 million 
more acres than we now have will be 
required. But the amount of our arable 
land is decreasing year by tear while the 
population is increasing. 

Right now, as I have just indicated, 
it is estimated that we are losing, through 
flows into the gulf and the oceans, pre
cious topsoil in the amount of about 
500,000 acres annually. It goes without 
saying that with an in~reasing popula
tion and a decreasing amount of land 
it will not be many years before the 
United States will be a have-not nation. 
There will be a shortage in the produc
tion of food and fiber to meet the needs 
of our population. · 

Mr. President, what has caused my
heart to ache the most has been to go 
abroad and to see our funds being used 
to carry on projects in foreign lands, 
under giveaway programs similar to the 
one now before us, while we are denied 
funds to carry on these same kinds of 
projects here at home. 

While we undertake ambitious flood
control, irrigation, and hydroelectric
power programs in other lands, we have 
a backlog of authorized flood-control 
projects here at home totaling $5.2 bil
lion. Our backlog of authorized public
building projects totals $2.3 billion. Ac
cording to the President's Advisory Com
mittee on a National Highway Program, 
in the next 10 years there will' be a gap 
of $54 billion between highways needs 
and highway facilities. In public-school 
construction alone we are faced with an 
$11 billion backlog. 

Mr. President, I shall not take the 
time of the Senate to read from the short 
memorandum which I have prepared to 
show what we plan on doing in various 
countries under the pending bill to carry 
on public-works projects similar to those 
which are being denied to our own people 
here at home. I shall ask unanimous 
consent that the statement be printed in 
the RECORD at this point in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

ExHIBIT IX 
Spain: Financing improvement in railway 

lines ($6.9 million), improving Cadiz port 
facilities ($0.7 million), civilian airfields 
($0.6 million). 

Irrigation and reclamation of barren lands 
($5 million), machinery for construction of 
irrigation dams and main canals (0.8 mil
lion), and expansion of fertilizer industry 
($1 million). 

Electric transmission lines, etc. ($6 mil
lion). 

Yugoslavia: $35.5 million in defense sup
port. About one-half will be used for pur
chase of United States surplus commodities, 
the counterpart funds thus generated to be 
used for internal improvement. (No break
down as to these.) The remaining one-half 
will be used as follows: Transportation, in
cluding the purchase of United States earth
moving and highway equipment, $4 million; 
port and terminal facilities, $1 million; $2 
million to supply spare parts, repairs, and 
critical equipment to industrial sectors "neg
lected thus far as a consequence of the for-

elgn ex.change shortage." Remai~lng defense 
support funds to be used for "critical de
fense sectors"-$4 niilllon in direbt · force 
support-for .avia~ion fuel and other items, 
$1 million in technical aid. 

Egypt: United States and Egypt signed in 
November 1954 a development assistance 
agreement involving $40 million in United 
States funds, $7.5 million in form of loan. 
The funds would be used as follows: High
way improvement, $10,089,000; potable water 
supply, $7.5 miliion; improvement -of water
ways, $4.3 million; equipment for machine 
workshops, $1.4 million; railroad improve
ment, $16.2 million. There is in 1956 fiscal 
year justiflc2,tion book np indication of how 
much of these amounts the United States 
will attempt to defray next year; the devel
opment assistance involved is contained in a 
regional total (Near East and Africa) which 
is not broken down. However, it is indicated 
that fiscal year 1956 work will include con
struction on the Cairo-Aswan Highway, port 
improvement, grain silo construction, irriga
tion pumping statiOllS, and powerplants. 
The high Aswan Dam, a reclamation and 
power project, is not included in the budget 
justification, but the statement is made that 
"it is considered by the Egyptian Govern
ment to be the most important project for 
the long-range development of their coun
try." The United States has aided in the 
dam's planning. 

The statement is also made that the United 
States has contributed $60 million to the 
Egyptian technical assistance and economic 
development program to date. Fiscal year 
1956 will find the United States contributing 
$4 million for technical aid to Egypt plus a 
"substantially larger sum for special eco
nomic aid." It is expected that about half 
of the special economic funds will be in the 
form of commodity imports to generate local 
currency, including a significant amount of 
wheat. 

Ethiopia: No development assistance 
schedule per se, but $1.4 million out of a 
proposed $3.4 million· in technical assistance 
will be in supplies and equipment. 

Greece: Defense support. $15 million, to 
be used to purchase wheat for the civilian 
economy. Local currency proceeds to be used 
for budgetary support. Technical assistance 
is contemplated in the amount of $1.5 mil
lion, $400,000 of which will be for supplies 
and equipment. 

Iran: Defense support funds (primary 
local currency proceeds generated by sale of 
agricultural commodities) will be made 
available in the amount of $37.5 million. 
This will include $17.5 million for defense 
construction projects, $3.5 million for tech
nical cooperation requirements (evidently 
supplies and equipment which the host 
government would normally supply) and 
$16.5 million for budgetary support. 

In addition, $10 million would be made 
available for technical aid, $1.2 million of 
which involves the purchase of supplies and 
equipment. 

Iraq: A total of $2.3 million in technical 
assistance would be made available, $138,000 
of which involves the purchase of supplies 
and equipment. 

Israel: No breakdown; contained in re
gional total, but both development assistance 
and technical aid will involve public-works 
projects of some nature. 

Jordan: No development assistance break
down, but it is indicated that the largest 
portion of these funds ( contained in re
gional breakdown) will be used for highway 
and water development. The $2.8 million 
technical-aid program includes $399,000 _in 
supplies and equipment. It should be noted 
that the statement is made that United 
States development assistance in the past · 
has made possible the reclaiming of 5,000 
acres of desert land, construction of . new 
irrigation systems, and the building of some 
83 kilometers of useful highways. An addi
tional 69 kilometers are under construction. 

,.,Basic engi\leering fundamental to the pro
posed irrigation of the Jordan Valley ls vir
tually complete." 

Liberia: A $1.8 million technical-assistance 
program is contemplated for fiscal year 1956; 
$223,000 would be in the form of supplies and 
equipment. . 

Libya: Development assistance for fiscal 
year 1956 included in regional total-no 
breakdown available. However, during fiscal 
year 1955, 27,000 tons of grain were granted 
to Libya under title II of Public Law 480; the 
grain is being distributed free or in partial 
payment f.or work on public works under
taken by the Libyan Government. 

Technical assistance for fiscal year 1956 
totals $5 million; $3.7 million is in the form 
of s1:1pplies and equipment. 

Saudi Arabia: No program for fiscal year 
1956; in December of 1954, however, FOA 
authorized func,Is to the United States Geo
logical Survey in the amount of $170,000 to 
complete work on a project previously under
way in Saudi Arabia to compile geographic 
and geologic maps; prepare final ·reports on 
water and mineral resources of Saudi Arabia, 
to analyze chemical and mineralogical mate
rial collected in the field. 

Syria: No aid requested thus far, but funds 
:have been made available under the regional 
development assistance total (x:eferred to 
previously above) in case Syria desires to 
participate in unified planning for full uti
lization of the water of the Jordan and Yar
muk'. Rivers. 

Turkey: For fiscal year 1956, $50 million in 
defense support is proposed; this amount. 
will be used to generate counterpart. The 
counterpart will be used for budgetary sup
port, and for trucking, highway, and agri
cultural equipment and spare parts and for 
machinery needed in the development of 
smaller industrial plants. Some dollar funds 
will be placed in the Turkish Industrial De
velopment Bank to provide dollar exchange 
for private producers in the industry and 
mining fields who desire imports from the 
United States. 

Technical assistance totaling $2.5 million 
is proposed for · fiscal year 1956; $580,000 
would be used for equipment and supplies. 

Direct forces support totaling $20 million 
ls also proposed, to be used for petroleum, 
machinery, raw and semifl.nished products 
for direct consumption by the Armed Forces. 

Overseas territories (Near East and Afri
ca) : Only $4 million in technical assistance 
scheduled for :fiscal year 1956; however, justi
fication points out that a series of projects 
have been completed in the Belgian Congo 
and recommendations have been made to 
Congo authorities as to setting up new di
visions for vocational education, agricul
tural extension and agricultural economics. 
These have been accepted. 

During fiscal year 1954 $10.3 million in 
surplus commodities were imported into the 
European metropolitan countries, with the 
counterpart used in the overseas territories. 
This amount included $5 million in France, 
$5 million in the United Kingdom, and $0.3 
million in Italy. Eight mUlion dollars of 
the total was programed for development as
sistance and the remainder for technical 
aid. These funds, it should be noted, did 
not become available until fiscal year 1955 
and "are being use to implement fiscal year 
1954 programs developed for this area." The 
fiscal year 1956 program will continue the 
expenditure of these funds. 

Afghanistan: Two million dollars in tech
nical assistance is to be made available dur
ing fiscal -year 1956; $208,000 of this is for 
supplies and equipment. A large portion of 
this will be used for continued planning on 
the Helmand Valley development program, 
including health and sanitation, coal re
sources development, education, and com
munity development. Assistance Will also · 
be rendered in the fields of public admin
istration and to spur the development of 
small business. 
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India: Development assistance for fiscal 

year 1956 totals $70 mlllion. Ten million 
dollars will be used for agriculture and nat
ural resources, including $4 million for fer• 
tilizer, $4 million for deep irrigation wells 
and $2 million for . valley development to 
assist in expanding irrigation. Five million 
dollars is earmarked for construction of 
electric power facilities with $15 million 
scheduled for the purchase of steel. Six mil· 
lion dollars will be used to better transporta• 
tion facilities, primarily the rehabilitation 
of Indian railways. Four million dollars is 

. 1958. This will be used for public-works 
projects, including highways and roads, com
pletio~ of the Roosevelt ~osp_ital, ~tc. 

earmarked for malaria control. . 
Of the remainder (roughly $30 million). 

the funds will be used to purchase agricul
tural commodities to be sold in India. Sales 
proceeds ( counterpart) will be used for 
"agreed economic purposes such as local costs 
of irrigation, flood control, power, etc." 
(Emphasis supplied.) 
· Technical assistance in the amount of $15 
million is also scheduled for fiscal year 1956; 
$4 million will be in supplies and equipm~nt. 

Nepal: One million dollars is proposed for 
technical aid, plus $1 million in development · 
assistance. These latter funds will be ear• 
marked for "development of the Rapti Val
ley," with the breakdown as follows: $300,000 
for irrigation, land reclamation, etc.; $500,-
000 for transportation and communication 
equipment; and $200,000. for deVE?lopment of 
hydroelectric power. . 

Pakistan: Defense support, $63 million. 
This will be used primarily for improvement 
of transportation facilities and expansion of 
mining operations. It should be noted that 
past defense-support aid has helped rehabili
tate railroads, construct irrigation dams and 
reclaim land, flood control. Surplus food 
has also been sold under Public Law 480, 
with the proceeds used for defense support. 

The defense-support item also bears the 
notation that a "new long-term d~velopment 
plan drawn up by the Ford Foundation" will 
provide · a comprehensive framework for 
future industrial and investment projects. 

Technical cooperatlon in the amount of 
$9 million is scheduled; $3 million will be 
for supplies and equipment. 
THE PRESIDENT'S $200-MILLION ASIAN ECONOMIC 

DEVELOPMENT FUND 

The Justification for this item lists illus
trative projects. These include: 

Development of the Mekong River project 
in Thailand, Laos, and Cambodia. This is 
primarily a flood-control, power-develop
ment, and irrigation plan. It would also 
involve navigation improvement. 

Development of :fisheries, including capital 
investment in refrigeration and other facili
ties, "on a country-to-country basis." 

Natural-gas development, including re
sources in Pakistan. This would include 
construction of fertilizer plants in west 
Bengal and expansion of an existing plant 
at Hyderbad. 

Minerals development, including explora
tion in the Philippines, Afghanistan, and 
other areas. Also contemplated is expan
sion of roads, short-line railroads, and harbor 
facilities. 

Transport and communication projects, 
including the betterment of inland water 
navigation and perhaps the purchase of 
modern tugs, barges, and other inland water 
craft. 

Financing of local industrial projects. 
Construction of regional training centers 

as to agricultural techniques, management 
training, etc. Also contemplated is a test
ing laboratory for agricultural implements, 
operated on a regional basis. 

Bolivia: The fiscal year 1956 plan totals 
$16 million; it will be used to implement 
a 1953 program which includes the purchase 
of roadbuilding machinery, fertilizer, trans• 
portation improvement (including high• 
ways), and similar projects. 

Guatemala.: Five m1llion dollars In devel• 
opment assistance is proposed for fiscal year 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I was 
in Damascus. Syria, last September. I 
was told that every effort was being made 
by our technicians to have Syria take 
part in our program. Syria has de. 
clined; she does not want to take part. 
Notwithstanding the fact that Syria has 
refused our offer, money is provided in 
the bill before us today in th~ event that 
Syria can be persuaded to join in the 
program. I read from page 20 of the 
committee report: 

Although the United States has no agree
ments for either development assistance or 
technical cooperation in Syria, the bill in
cludes funds for economic aid should Syria 
desire it in connection with unified planning 
of the project for ut111zing the waters of the 
Jordan and Yarmuk ·Rivers. Maximum use 
of this water for irrigation might prevent 
full development of its hydroel~tric-power 
potential in which case Syria might need 
external credit for thermal power develop
ment. 

In Saudi Arabia, our representatives, 
those ambitious men who are anxious to 
spend the borrowed funds of this Gov
ernment, tried to induce King Saud to 
agree to a program for technical assist
ance in Saudi Arabia. They thought he 
would probably sign a contract. 

Even while the signing of a contract 
was being discussed, our Government 
was sending trucks, bulldozers, and ma
chinery of the value of several hundred 
thousand dollars into Saudi Arabia, in 
the hope that King Saud could be in
duced to sign a c-ontract. But he re
fused. As a result all the machinery had 
to be moved out of Saudi Arabia and sent 
somewhere else, at considerable cost to 
our Government. As I recall, most of it 
eventually found its way into Jordan. 

I cite this, Mr. President, not to show 
the waste in our foreign-aid program
for this is just a tidbit compared to what 
we have wasted elsewhere-but to show 
how overzealous our representatives are 
in trying to get rid of the American tax. 
payers' money, 

Mr. President, I am not offering these 
amendments because I am opposed in 
principle to our extending the good hand 
of friendship to our allies across the 
seas, or to any nation which is seeking 
to aid the free world in its battle against 
communism. I have only sought to call 
to the attention of the Senate the road 
which we seem to be traveling. We have 
been generous in our aid in the past; 
we extended that aid in good ·. faith, in 
the sincere belief that mutual strength 
requires mutual sacrifice. We ha.ve sac• 
rificed a great deal-in money, in fiscal 
stability, and even in American blood. 
Now we are being asked to do more
and not on a short-term or emergency 
basis, but as a long-range proposition. 

Even more important, we are being 
forced to neglect vitally important func
tions here at home, functions which 
have a direct and important bearing on 
our future national welfare . . Mean
while, we have seen our partners in 
peace ·grow from economic poverty to 
economic health. Yet they have not 
sought to join forc~s with us in our ef
fort to raise living standards in under-

developed countries and ln building a. 
sotind foundation upon which a deter
mined effort to repel Communist aigres
sion can be built. 

I feel, Mr. _presid~qt,. that it is neither 
just nor fair for us · to embark ui>on 
public works projects in foreign lands, 
while we refui:;e to perform similar func• 
tions here at home.. I believe it is ·fool
hardy for us to continue to supply arms 
and weapons of war as well as American 
dollars to nations whfoh refuse to spend 
a proportionate part of their budget for 
their own defense, I think it is a viola
tion of our duty ·as trustees of the welfare 
of. the ·Am·erican people to continue to 
impose back-breaking taxes upon our 
citizens, ·in order to perform domestic 
governmental functions for nations 
which are fully able to do more for them• 
selves. Just · a few months ago, in 
France, riots took place because tax col· 
lectors sought to collect the taxes which 
th~ Government of France imposed. 
The tables of foreign tax rates which 
are ·made available to the Congress seem 
to mean nothing, for the taxes levied are 
not collected-at least in France. Yet 
our taxpayers m:µst _groan and pay . so 
that we can help France meet her NATO 
obligations, so 'tiiat'we can do the things 
that an enlightened France should be 
doing for herself in Indochina, and in 
Africa. · · . 

I frankiy am concerned, Mr. President. 
I am worried and in fear that the seeds 
we are sowing today will produce fear
S(?n:te results tom·orrow. I wish to urge 
the Congress with all the strengtb I have 
to give sober thought to the situation we 
now face. We are losing our soil due 
to floods and erosion; we · are failing to 
keep our navigable waterways up to .par. 
We are dragging our feet on our high-

. ways, despite the fine bill which passed 
the Senate only a few weeks ago, Our 
schools, our hospitals, all are in urgent 
need of more funds. Whether these 
funds come from Federal or State· cof
fers makes no · difference; they all 
represent tax dollars, and we have been 
unable to provide the funds these func• 
tions require because so much of our tax 
money flows into foreign lands. 

I think that it is time we got some 
help from our European allies, from the 
United Nations-and when I say help, I 
mean real helP-not token contributions 
and half-hearted assistance. Our Na
tion has generally opened its coffers-ex
tended its helP-and · yet we have met 
with no attempt on our allies to help us 
carry this burden. 

They must be made to realize further 
aid will not be forthcoming unless we 
draw a firm line and say "here, we must 
stop." We must tell our friends and 
neighbors that we have done all we can. 
and that it is time for them to pitch in 
and help us get the job done. 

Every now and then we read in the 
press reports that foreign dignitaries 
have stated that the United States ·· has 
to continue foreign aid programs in 
order to maintain its prosperity. This is 
not true-these programs are not the 
basis of our present good times. Yet, if 
these foreigners believe that foreign 
spending is a road to prosperity, why 
do they not try it for a while. Perhaps, 
by taking a dose of this so-called magic 
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medicine, they might be able to cash ·in 
on this prosperity· and do· themstlves an.g. 
this country ·a ·good turn at the same 
time'. · .- . · · . 

We are a.t. a crossroads, Mr. Preside.nt. 
We face· a · tremendous challenge. This 
program, the bill the Senate has before 
it today, bears all the earmarks of mak
ing permanent a program which I am 
sure most of us originally believed was 
but an emergency measure. If this is 
what the Senate wants, then this is what 
the Senate has. However, ~s a United 
States· Senator, I cannot in good . con
science go back· to Louisiana and tell 
my people 'that. we capnot complete 
flood-control structures because we mu.St 
build levees and dams in foreign lands. 
I cannot tell my State~s farmers that 
we cannot better help them conserv~ 
their soil because we must conserve soil 
inf oreign lands. I cannot go back home 
and face my constituents and tell .them 
that they can expect no· real t~x relief 
because we must use their tax dollars 
in order to perform · domestic functions 
for for.eign lands which either do no.t 

· collect the taxes they have levied, or do 
not levy enough to pay their own way, 

Mr. President, ref erring now to my 
amendment which is now before the 
Senate, I wish to point out again that 
it will reduce· by one-half the amount 
which the committee bill seeks to pro
vide in defense-support authorizations, 
At present it is $70 million for Europe; 
my amendment would reduce · the 
amount to $35 million, For the Near 
East and Africa, my amenc;:lment would 
reduce the $102,500,000 in the' bill to 
$51,250,000; and for Asia, the defense
support program .would be reduced from 
$827,800,000 to $413,900,000. 

If my amendment should be agreed 
to, it will mean that the authorization 
in the bill for this one phase of the 
program, defe;nse support, will have been 
reduced in the amount of $500,150,000~ 

I am very hopeful that the amend
ment will be agreed to, because at the 
present time we are carrying on in an 
indirect way economic aid in Asia, the 
Near East, and parts of Europe, and 
the committee bill seeks to expand that 
economic-aid program and put it on a 
permanent basis. . 

In voting on this reduction, I ask my 
colleagues to take into consideration that 
as of June 30, 1955, according to official 
estimates, there will be $8.728 billion of 
unexpended funds remaining in inutual
security program appropriations. If we 
give them, as recommended by the com
mittee bill, another $3.408 billion, this 
will mean that a total of $12.216 billion 
in foreign aid funds will be available to 
our planners for use in fiscal year 1956. 
I can well imagine the waste that will 
follow when this huge pie is dissipated 
all over the world. Why, Mr. President, 
as of March 1, 1955, there was unobli
gated a total of $4.1 billion in foreign 
aid funds, but we are told that as of June 
30, 1955, there will remain only $100 
million in unobligated balances. Just 
think, in 4 months they will obligate 
$4 billion of our money-$1 billion per 
month. What a picnic our exponents 
of a global PW A program must be 
having. 

Mr. ·President, how much time have I are sendin·g mflitary assistance to Iraq. 
remaining?, . I believe that this is a mistake, from the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen• standpoint of peace in the Near East and 
ator from Louisiana has 12 minutes ·re- from the standpoint of America's. own 
mainirig. best interest. I am afraid that this pro
, ·Mr. ELLENDE.R. I shall conclude my grant endangers Israel. · It may lead to 
remarks · at this time. · I again urge the a costly arms race. · It may make it · far 
Senate to adopt the amendment which more difficult to secure peace there. It 
I have offered and which will mean a may play into the hands of the Kremlin. 
saving of over one-half billion dollars Mr. President, I have a long and con-
to our taxpayers. tinuing interest in this problem, for I 
· · Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Pres!- was one of the earliest Members of Con
dent; if it will be agreeable to the senior gress to take a position in favor of the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. MALONE], I establishment of a Jewish state in 
should like to yield 5 minutes to the Palestine. 
junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. BENDER 1. Late in 1942 we first learned of the· ex
The amendment offered 'by · the senior ·tent and horror of the Nazi program to 
Senator from Louisiana has not yet been liquidate the Jews of Europe. I remem
acted on, and I understand the Senator her.vividly that about that time the Jew
from Nevada has an amendment he ish people of the city of Cleveland gath
wishes to propose. ered together in the Cleveland public 

Mr. MALONE. I shall offer an amend- auditorium to try to arouse the con
ment, and I expect to use a minimum science of the world against Hitlerism. 
amount of time. The Jews of Europe-literally millions 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texa~. Is it agree- of tJ:ie'°-:-were being wiped out by Nazi 
able to the Senator from Nevada to per- barbarism . . The Nazi virus was spread- · 
mit me to yield 5 minutes to the Sena- ing everywhere. It was sweeping Europe 
tor from Ohio? and beyond. It was infecting the Arabs 

Mr. MALONE. It is agreeable to me. in the Middle East and, on June 1, and 2, 
Mr. BENDER. Mr. President", I atn 1941, these was a cruel pogrom in Iraq, 

supporting the mutual security program; where hundreds of Jews were killed and 
I always supported it in the House when many wer.e wounded. The British, 
I was a Member there, and I shall do yielding to Arab pressure, were stopping 
so here, but I should like to offer some Jewish immigration to Palestine, and 
opinions about the problems we face in the one road to escape from the Nazi 
the Near East, and what we are doing death · factories was being closed off. 
to meet those problems. Iraq would not even grant transit visas 

I have been a strong believer in our to Jewish women and children, refugees 
program of economic assistance to from Poland, who were seeking to make 
Israel and the Arab States. several their way as legal immigrants to Pales
years ago, when the late Senator Taft tine. There were many Christians as 
introduced legislation in the' Senate to well as Jews at that meeting in the 
i?rovide :financi~l assistance to Israel, I · Cleveland auditorium. I was there and 
was one of the first Members of the I joined in the protest, and I warned 
House to announce my support of that against British policy in the Middle East 
proposal. I am glad that that program and the disastrous consequences it might 
was approved, for that is one example of have for the Jewish people. 
how our foreign assistance is helping a Mr. President.Tam sorry to say that 
people to meet the most critical fl.nan- · our Department of State was cooper:;1,ting 
cial difficulties . and to build a sound with the British in blundering appease
economy. I am glad that we are con- ment back in those days. I earnestly 
tinuing economic aid to Israel in the pray that we shall not repeat the mis-
current program now before us. takes we made at that time. 

Mr. President, I have always been I want to make it perfectly clear that 
deeply troubled by the continuing Arab- I do not wish in any way to reflect on 
Israel conflict and I have felt that we the motives of our Secretary of State, 
should move most carefully in that area and the able officials who surround him. 
of the world lest we unwittingly con- I believe Mr. Dulles is conscientiously 
tribute to a deterioration of the situa- and sincerely working for peace through
tion. That is why I have been opposed out the wo·rld and the building of free 
to the sending of arms into the Middle world defense. I believe that he is deep
East prior to an Arab-Israel peace. ly interested in the peace of the Near 
Here again I have found myself in East. I know that he regards himself as 
agreement with the late Senator Taft. a friend of Israel,'that he wants to see 
In 1953, a month before he died, Senator Israel survive and progress, and that he 
Taft,· who was a close student of Near would like nothing better than to bring 
Eastern problems, declared: about an Arc,b-lsrael peace. I take the 

It is not our desire to stimulate an arms floor today, not to impugn the inten
race. Money so spent could be far better tions or to attack the policies pursued by 
used in resettling refugees, building schools, our distinguished Secretary. My inten
and developing land resources. tion is to off er constructive suggestions 

Senator Taft felt that arms should for the modification and revision of our 
not be sent into the area, to either the policy in order to attain our goals; 
Arab States or Israel, until peace within I believe that the basic criticism of 
the :·egion was achieved, and he said: Western policy in the Near East, a policy 

It is my belief that with skill and deter- of both the British and our own Govern
mination, peace may be established and an ment, is that we seem to take the Arabs' 
effective anti-Communist front developed war against Israel for granted, and that 
through progressive economic cooperation, we are too prone to accept that war as 

Unfortunately, Senator Taft's views a normal and natural feature of the Mid
did not prevail and, at this moment, we dle East landscape. I do not believe 
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that we have done enough to make it 
clear to the Arabs that we most strong
ly disapprove of that war and that we 
want it brought to an end as soon as 
possible. 

In any consideration of the problems 
of the Near East, we .ought to keep cer
tain fundamental facts in mind. 

It was the Arab States which rejected 
the U. N. partition resolution of 1947, and 
which went to war against that resolu
tion in an attempt to stop Israel from 
coming into being. They failed in that 
invasion attempt and they have never, 
to this day, given up their hope of de
f eating Israel. So they keep up the most 
intense kind of boycott and blockade of 
Israel. They maintain a continuing 
propaganda war against Israel, and they 
now try to rewrite history by pretend
ing that it was Israel that flouted the 
U. N. resolution and that they, the Arabs, 
are its valiant def enders. But they make 
no secret of their unorthodox position. 
They are at war with Israel. They are 
officially at war with Israel. They seek 
to justify the Suez blockade of Israel 
on these grounds. 

In a speech delivered here in Wash
ington on January 29, 1955, the Egyptian 
Ambassador repeatedly affirmed that "a 
status of war" is maintained. This is a 
most peculiar arrangement, for the Arabs 
apparently feel perfectly free to main~ 
tain a status of war with Israel, but 
should Israel respond to their belligeren
cy, they cry out in indignant protest. 
Apparently, this is a limited liability war, 
wherein one side only is permitted to do 
the fighting, while the other side is 
obligingly expected to do the losing. 
These unprecedented circumstances fur
nish the background for recent events in 
the Negev, the southern part of Israel. 

The Egyptians are now occupying this 
narrow Gaza strip on the western coast 
of Palestine. Originally, this area was 
to have been part of the Arab State un
der the U. N. 1947 partition resolution. 
But that Arab State never came into be
ing because the other Arab States were 
opposed to the creation of both the pro
posed Arab State and the proposed 
Jewish State. They wanted to divide 
Palestine c.mong themselves. So Egyp
tian armies marched into Palestine in 
violation of the U. N. resolution and in 
defiance of a solemn decision of the U. N. 
Security Council. They seized the Gaza 
strip. They tried to take the whole 
Negev. They tried to take Tel-Aviv, and 
they got to the hills just south of Jeru
salem: They would have seized much 
more territory, but the Israelis stopped 
them and turned them back. Today 
their armies still occupy this little strip 
of territory known as Gaza, an area in 
which they have no legal title of any 
kind. 

The Egyptians would still like to have 
all the southern part of Israel if they 
could. Their leaders make no secret of 
it. They admit it. They announce it. 
They have publicly declared, in fact, that 
we ought to make Israel giye up part of 
the Negev, an area which was given to 
Israel under the 1947 U. N. partition res
olution. They would like to have this 
territory turned over to Egypt as pay
ment to her in order to induce her to 
join in our Middle East defense plans. 

What a low·opinion the Egyptians must 
have of our diplomacy if they think that 
they might pressure us to force Israel to 
cede territory to Egypt as a bribe to win 
her over to the West. In the meantime, 
however, the Egyptians would like to 
prevent the Israelis from settling in the 
Negev and consolidating their position 
there. So, from day to day, there is in
filtration of the area, and raids and 
counterraids, and some installation or 
water main is blown up and some settler 
or guard is killed. The strategy is clear. 
It is to try to .terrorize Israeli settlers and 
to force them to stop their colonization 
and their development inside their own 
territory, which Egypt would like to have 
for herself. 

This situation will not be ended merely 
by trying to fix the blame for each raid 
and each reprisal. Wars are not brought 
to an end by neutral scorekeepers. This 
situation will be ended only when the 
Arab States are ready to abandon their 
status of war with Israel and accept her 
repeated offers to negotiate a settlement 
of outstanding differences. 

I do not believe the Western Powers 
can compel the Egyptians to change their 
position, but I do insist that it is wrong, 
it is unmoral, it is indefensible, for the 
Western powers to shut their eyes to Arab 
belligerency and to give the Arabs the 
impression that we condone their anti
Israel strategy and policy as normal, 
natural and understandable behavior. 

Mr. President, one of the major weap
ons in the Egyptian war against Israel 
is the Suez blockade, and I want to talk 
about it for a moment because I find a 
reference to the Suez Canal in the hear~ 
ings of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee on the foreign aid bill. Ships 
bound to and from Israel are denied the 
facilities of the Suez Canal. This means 
American ships and British ships as well 
as Israeli ships. This is a highhanded 
and illegal practice, which the U. N. ·se
curity Council condemned as far back 
as September 1, 1951, when that body 
adopted a formal resolution ordering 
Egypt to stop the blockade. For Israel, 
this is a serious economic problem. 

One of the first blows struck by the 
Arabs in their economic blockade against 
Israel was Iraq's refusal to let oil flow to 
the great refinery at Haifa. As a result, 
operation of that installation, the second 
largest -in the Middle East, was virtually 
suspended and its output lost to the 
Western world. In recent years it has 
been operated at a fraction · of its ca
pacity, using crude oil imported from 
distant places. Egypt has played her 
part in this squeeze for she does not allow 
Israel to bring oil through the Suez 
even though American tankers may be 
involved. Accordingly, Israel must pay 
much higher costs for transporting its 
imported crude oil. It has been esti
mated that the Suez blockade costs Israel 
an additional $11 or $12 million a year. 
This has some significance to us here in 
the Senate because our country has been 
properly and commendably assisting 
Israel with economic aid; and we have 
been compelled to put out more money 
than we · otherwise would have if the 
Egyptians had not pressed this blockade 
policy. 

For many months, Egypt ·and the 
United Kingdom were in a bitter dispute 
over control of the Suez base. We helped 
settle that dispute. We acted as a 
friend of both states ·and played· an im
portant part in bringing about an Anglo-
Egyptian agreement. · 

Mr . . President, that was the time to 
insist that Egypt end the Suez blockade 
of Israel , If we were prepared to help 
Egypt and the British in their negotia
tions, we should have been ready to in
sist that Egypt meet her obligations to 
the international community, and agree 
to abide by the U. N. Security Council 
resolution of September 1, 1951. 

There are others in this Chamber who 
recognized the importance of this issue. 
Last August, a group of distinguished 
Congressmen, including the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. SALTONSTALL], 
the Senators from New .York [Mr. IVES 
and Mr. LEHMAN] and Representatives 
BRAY and JAVITS, went to the Secretary 
of State to talk about this particular 
problem . . After their conference, Sena
tor SALTONSTALL declared: 

By blockading shipping through the Suez 
Canal bound to and from Israel, Egypt is 
violating a binding decision of the United 
Nations Security Council in 1951 which or
dered Egypt to reopen the Canal to friendly 
navigation. I expressed to Secretary Dulles 
the position ·that the United States should 
utilize the influence it has obtained through. 
its cosponsorship of the Anglo-Egyptian Suez 
agreement to bring about a commitment 
by Egypt to end the blockade. This ls a 
matter of c~ntral importance. to .. . United 
States prestige in the Midcile ·East ,and the 
general security_ situation in th~t ~rea. 

Speaking for the delegation, the Sena
tor from Massachusetts also raised the 
question whether military ·aid should 
have been promised to the Arab coun
tries as long as they refused to negotiate 
peace treaties with Israel, maintained a 
state of belligerency, and employed such 
openly hostile practices as an economic 
boycott and blockade. Such military aid 
having been promised, he pointed out, 
the United States should at least take 
specific, concrete action to guarantee 
that the security of Israel shall not be 
weakened by these military agreements 
between the United states and Arab na
tions, and that the precarious balance 
of power in the Middle East shall not 
be upset. 

I feel that this was not merely a re
sponsibility we owed to Israe1, a friendly 
democratic state. This was a responsi
bility we owed to the U. N. where, as the 
greatest democratic power in that or
ganization, we have a duty to insist that 
orders by the Security Council be carried 
out. I am raising this issue at this point 
because the transcript of the hearings on 
this legislation makes it clear that we 
were holding back our economic aid -to 
Egypt throughout this entire period in 
order toinduce her to take a conciliatory 
position in the Anglo-Egyptian negotia
tions. On page 48 of the transcript of 
the hearings, the administration's 
spokesman, .Mr. Harold .Stassen, reveals 
that our economic-aid program .has now 
been expanded in Egypt because, he says: 

There was a delay in the beginning of the 
Egyptian program at the time of the intense 
dispute over the Suez. 
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And Mr. Stassen continues: 
You could not very well improve an econ• 

omy at a time there was an intense issue 
over the Suez. When the Suez was settled; 
then we expanded the Egyptian program. , 

But unfortunately, only one aspect of 
the Suez issue was suppli~d. The 
British-Egyptian dispute may have been 
settled but apparently the Egyptians did 
not ag;ee to keep this great internationa1 
waterw.i,y open to international shipping, 
as they are obligated to do. ·or, if they 
did agree, they soon forgot abou~ it. 
Just as soon as the British and Egyptians 
signed, we released money_ that we were 
holding back, and during the current 
y·ear, the administration all~cated $~0 
million for Egypt and there is more m 
the coming program. · · 

What about the Suez? Will the 
Egyptians keep up their blockade -just a.s 
in the past? Last fall the Israelis ~e~t a 
ship through the canal. · The Egyptians 
seized it. At the U. N. Security Council 
the Egyptians were told to ·release it and 
let it proceed on its way. But that was 
many months ago. The Egyptians still 
have that .ship. No one says or does 
anything about it. . 

Mr. President, I do not want to give 
the impression that I am opposed to 
ec·onomic aid to Egypt. On the contrary, 
I believe in . our _programs of economic 
and technical assistance to underdevel
oped countries, and I feel that we can 
do much to help Egypt and other Arab 
States and to win the friendship of the 
Arab · peoples, ·and ·to fight communisi:n, 
in that area: by a program of economic 
aid. But while I favor economic aid to 
this area, I emphasize that I a:rfr strongly 
opposed· to sending arms into the Near 
East in advance of peace; · 

Our attitude · in this matter ,appears 
most paradoxical. We hold up economic 
aid to Egypt so long as it is in a dispute 
with the British. But the existence · of 
the critical Arab-Israel conflict does not 
deter us from offering military aid to 
the Arab States, and at this moment we 
are sending military aid to· Iraq, which 
has been so violent in her hostility to
ward Israel that she has never even 
signed an armistice with that country. 

Mr. President, I am not going to take 
the time to review Iraq's attitude toward 
Israel or toward the Jews who once lived 
in Iraq or toward the Assyrians· or the 
Kurds. The record is well known. · 

It seems to me that it would be sensi
ble and principled and fair to say to 
Iraq, "We are ready to give you military 
assistance and training so that you can 
be · able to def end yourself against the 
communist threat, but ~e insist that 
you call off your war against Israel." 

Civilized countries which belong to 
the United Nations and adhere to -its 
charter are not entitled to carry on side
line wars. 

Mr. President, I am going to vote for 
the proposed legislation, . but I would do 
so with greater confidence if I were cer
tain that the Western World was mak
ing . a determined effort to win a peace 
settlement in the Middle .East. The Is
raelis must be bewildered by our policy, 
They are a democratic ~ple. They are 
ready to stand with th~_West. Here _we 
are. arming their enemies but refusmg 

arms to them. More than that, we are 
actively promoting a system of alliances 
in the area and Israel is excluded from 
membership. I call attention to the re
cent Turkish-Iraqi Pact. Article 5 pro
vides: 

This pact shall be open for accession to any 
member state of the Arab League, or any 
other state actively concerned with the se
curity and peace in this region and which 
is fully recognized by both of the high con
tracting par_ties. 

This means that anybody can join this 
new pact except Israel. · Israel is recog.;, 
nized by Turkey and has the friendliest 
relationships with Turkey. But it is not 
recognized by Iraq. We may not have 
joined this alliance, but we have been 
actively promoting it and have been arm
ing both of its principles, the while Israel 
is barred from membership. Moreover. 
while we have an arms &.greement with 
Iraq the British are supplying arms to 
Jordan, Israel's eastern neighbor. The 
Egyptians have the means to buy large 
amounts of military equipment. To the 
Israelis, the situation is fraught with 
peril, for Israel is isolated . and alone, 
and if it were attacked tomorrow, no one 
would be obligated to come to its assist
ance. This is a most unhealthy situa
tion and it does not make for a peaceful 
settiement, because the vulnerability_ of 
the Israelis must be a source of temptmg 
encouragement to the Arabs. 

Mr. President, since we have embarked 
on a program of bringing the Arab States 
into our western defense system, it seems 
to me that we should be giving very seri
ous consideration to a defense agreement 
wlth Israel. Such a defense agreement 
would let the Arabs know, once and for 
all, that we will not permit another round 
of fighting in that area, and that we ex~ 

· pe_Gt the .Middl~ E;ast to accept Israel as 
a partner in development and defense. 
Such an agreement would strengthen the 
defense system of the free world because 
it would bring to our side trained and 
disciplined armed forces which believe in 
democracy and which are ready to fight 
for it. 

Many people have expressed them
selves along these lines. Recently I 
came across a splendid article by Dr. 
Daniel Poling, a gr~at Christian clergy
man, editor of the Christian Herald, and 
chaplain of the -Chapel of the Four 
Chaplains-and a good Republican, if I 
may say so. The article was published 
in the February issue of the American 
Legion magazine. I want to include this 
excellent statement as part of my re
marks today. But before I conclude, I 
should like to quote several striking para
graphs: 

It will avail us little if in the rear of our 
position of strength from Turkey to Pakis
tan, we simply tolerate the continuation of 
the present hot-and-cold war on the Arab
Israel frontiers. I believe we should take 
steps to make it possible for both the Arab 
states and Israel to play their part in the 
defense of the Middle East by supplying them 
with arms and technical military assistance. 
But . it - would . be criminal folly to do so 
before the uneasy armis_tice along these bor• 
ders ·has been replaced by a genuine peace. 
You don't give a gun license to a man who 
keeps on saying he's going to shoot his 
neighbor before he has to go at the bur
glar, 

Dr. Poling concludes as follows: 
We must never allow Israel to feel that 

she has been abandoned to her fate. Be"'!' 
yond all else Israel has something priceless 
to offer the world-faith in resurrection, 
I do not believe that history is always on 
the side of the biggest battalions. Other
wise all our principles and · values would 
long since have succumbed to the pressure 
of the barbarians. In adversity, we do not 
think of abandoning Chiang Kai-shek, who 
fought at our side in the most desperate 
struggle in our histo;ry. Similarly with Is
rael, whose citizens, then the Jews of Pales
tine, were numbered among our faithful 
allies. , 

I do not agree with those doleful souls 
who pessimistically think that the Arab
Israel quarrel is here to stay till doomsday. 
The history of . the Middle East flatly con
tradicts that fatalistic assumption. Turk 
and Arab now live . peaceably as neighbors 
after centuries of Ottoman rule. I see no 
reason why Jew and Arab cannot do the 
same after time has healed the rancors and 
wounds of the recent past. 

For the defense of the Middle East we 
need the cooperation of all its peoples. Next 
to the Turks, Israel's capacity for self-de
fense has already been amply demonstrated 
in time of war, and simple concepts of geog
raphy dict1:1,te her participation in the overall 
alliance. We can, I believe, through a sys
tem of mutual guarant~es, eraqicate Arab 
fears of Israeli aggression. But, first of all~ 
we must persuade all concerned that we do 
mean business, that we won't play favorites, 
and that we believe our record in the Middle 
East is clean and fair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the amendment offered 
by · the Senator from Louisiana [¥r_. 
ELLENDER]. . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas . . Mr. Presi.!. 
dent I ask unanimous consent that I may 
sugg~st the absence of a qu·orum, with 
the understanding that the time will not 
be charged to either side on the Ellender 
amendments. · 

The PRES°IDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Sec'retary will call the roll. : 

The legislative clerk proceeded to cal_l 
the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I understand that the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER], desires to have 
the yeas and nays ordered on the ques
tion of agreeing to his amendments. . 

I now ask for the yeas and nays on 
that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, how does the time stand now? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Texas has 54 minute_s 
remaining. , 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, at this stage I have no requests for 
time. 

If the Senator from Louisiana desires 
to use some of his time, that will be sat
isfactory, for I have no further requests 
for time. Does the Senator from 
Louisiana care to speak now? 
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The · PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the 
Senator from Louisiana prepared to 
yield back the remainder of his time? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
understand that no other Senator de
sires to speak on the amendments. 

I wish to reiterate that these amend
ments would cut in half the amount pro• 
posed to be authorized for the defense
support program which, as I have dem
onstrated, is, in my humble judgment, 
purely economic aid. 

r ask unanimous consent to have 
printed at this point in the RECORD a 
statement in further explanation of the 
amendments. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR ELLENDER 

DEFENSE SUPPORT AID 

The amendment would cut in half the 
amount authorized for this program, as 
follows: 

Amounts au- Amounts au
thorized in _ tborized by -

committee bill a!~~~~~t 

Europe________ ____ ___ ___ $70, 000, 000 
Near East and Africa ___ 102, 500, 000 
Asia .••.. __ ••••••••• _____ · 827, 800, 000 

$35, 000, 000 
51, 250,000 

413, 000, 000 
1------1--- ---

Total............. 1,000,300,000 500, 150, 000 

"The general purpose of defense support 
is to enable a country to maintain a higher 
level of defense activity that would otherwise 
be possible. This type of aid consistf! pri
marily of machinery and commodities (in
cluding surplus agricultural commodities) ·. 
When the goods are sold in the countr.y 
being aided, the local currency received in 
the transactions is used for further defense 
purposes-sometimes for budget support or 
sometimes for other projects designed to 
increase the country's capacity to maintain 
armed forces of the desired size'' (p. 17). 

"The purpose of defense support is to make 
it economically possible for countries receiv
ing milJtary assistance to maintain ,larger 
military establishments than would other
wise be the case. It differs from economic 
assistance not so much in form as in pur
pose" (p. 9). . · 

The $1,000,300,000 authorized in the Se~ate 
bill is allocated as follows: 

Cambodia, Laos, and Vietnam, $379,300;. 
000: About two-thirds of this amount will 
be used to help defray the internal expenses 
of the armed forces (p. 9). , 

Korea, $272 million: About two-thirds _of 
this amount will be used to finance imports 
of industrial raw materials and consumer 
goods. The local currency accruing from the 
sale of these items will be used to support 
the Korean Government's budget. Imports 
estimated to be financed through Korean 
defense support or direct forces support 
funds include raw cotton, $40 million; ferti
lizer, $61 million; petroleum, $47.2 ·million; 
coal, $34.8 million; machinery and vehicles, 
$52 n;,.illion; and clothing, $85.2 million 
(p. 9). . . . 

Pakistan, $63 million: Here the defense
support program will be aimed primarily ~t 
economic development (p. 9). 

Philippines, $19,700,000: As in Pakistan, 
this program will be aimed primarily ~t eco
nomic development (p. 9). 

Formosa, $62 million: The emphasis will 
be mol'e on -maintaining economic_ stability 
through financing the import of salable com
modities to generate counterpart for armed 
forces budgetary support (p. 9). · 

Thailand, $31,800,000: Here, too, the em
phasis will be more on maintaining economic 

stability -•through · financing the · import - of 
salable commodities to geneiate counterpart 
for armed forces budgetary supp~ (p. 9) : 

Spain, $28,000,000: The ·principal emphasis 
will be ·upon improvement of transportation 
facilities, particularly railroads, upon de
velopment of thermal-power sources to sup~ 
plement hydroelectric facilities which are af
fected by drought, and upon an agricultural 
program likewise aimed at reducing the ef
fects of drought. Principal components of 

ports will be used in.. the . Tur.k~h . de!.ense 
budget to make . up the differe~ce betwe_en 
'\Vhat the Turks themselves are able to spend 
·and what is required to meet the defense 
•levels set by NATO. Althoug-h the Turkish 
economy has made substantial pi:_ogress since 
United States a.lei b_egan in 1947, it );las been 
handicapped by high-defense expenditures. 
-Agricultural producti6I! ·suffered last year 
-because of. unfavorable weather conditions. 
Heavy ca:Rital. investments, combined with 
defense spending,_ have contributed to infia.the Spanish program are: 

Millions tion and to a large foreign exchange deficit" 
Improvements in railroad tines sup- :(pp. 18-19). 
- · plying· joint military bases_________ $6. 9 . The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Transmission lines and substation and 

switch gear for the power industry__ 6. o question is on agreeing to the amend-
Irrigation and reclamation equipment ments of the Senator from Louisiana 
' to make possible resettlement o! un- [Mr. ELLENDER]. 

deremployed agricultural workers___ 5. O Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mi'. Presi-• 
Imports of United States cotton______ 5. o dent, is the Senator from Louisiana 

Of the local currency counterpart of $26 prepared to yield back the remainder 
million, 60 percent will be used for local cur- 'of his time, so ' that · the yea-and-nay 
-rency costs of the United Statei;; base-con- ·vote can· now be taken? · 
struction program, 10 percent will be used :_ Mr. ELLENDER. Yes. 
for general United States purposes, and 30 Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Then, Mr. 
percent for agreed projects in transportation President, I shall.yield back the remain-
and defense production (p. 17). . 
, Yugoslavia, $36,500,000: One million dol.. der of my time. 
la.rs is planned for technical exchange and Mr. SPAit({MAN. Before that is done; 
·$35.5 million for commodity imports, the Mr. President, will the Senator ~rom 
·most important of which would be ·bread ,Texas yield one-half minute to me? · 
grains (chiefly wheat), $11 million; cotton, Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I am glad 
'$5.5 million; and machinery and vehicles for to do so; and r yield one-half minute 
eliminating transportation and industrial to the Senator fr.om Alabama. 
bottlenecks, $7 million (p. 17). _ 
. Regional tech:nical exchange program in The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
-Western Europe, $5,500,000; This program Senator from Alabama is recognized for 
'is aimed· at promoting economic expansion one-half minute. . 
through the· development of improved man- Mr. SPARKMAN. ~ Mr. President, 
·agement techniques, the encouragement o! merely for ~the purpose of stating :the 
competitive business pra_ctices, and the pro:. ·committee's position, ! ~wish to say that 
motion of improved collective-bargaining .the question .of the amounts authorized 
-practices. The United States-financed pro_,.. ·was carefully considered by the com
gram is only a fraction of the activities 
,financed by the Europeans themselves, and a mittee. I think I can say that we went 
.substantial portion of United States expendi- "into it most thoroughly. We are op
tures will be for the costs of small staffs to ·posed to .any reduction, and certainly 
·work with the Europeans in planning and we are opposed to the ' amendments of 
arranging for activities which, in themselves, the Senator from Louisiana. 
will be totally financed by Europeans Mr. KNOWLAND. - Mr. President, will 
(pa;:~~e. $15 mlllion: "All for the import of -the Senator from Texas yleld one-half 
wheat which would be sold in the civilian minute to me? · 
economy with the local currency proceeds Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: .. I yield. I 

·going into the Greek defense budget. With·- ' The PRESIDING OFFICER. · The 
out this aid, it appears doubtful that the :Senator from California is recognized 
·Greek armed forces could be maintained at .for one-half minute. -
a level commensurate with NATO force goals. - Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
·The committee feels that this assfstance is wish to join the senator from Alabama 
.especially necessary in view o! the severe .and the committee in opposition t6 these 
_losses suffered by Greece in recent ~arth.... :amendments. In my opinion they would 
,quakes" (p. 18). 

Iran, $37,500,000: "The defense-support be detrimental to the defense phases of 
_program in Iran will consist of $15.4 million .the program, because the defense sup
. in sugar and wheat and $22·.l million in in- port. is certainly a key part of the de
-dustrial items. The local currency generated f ense _program in the collective-security 
. by these imports will be used .to meet local .system. _ 
.costs of defense construction projects ($17.5 r beiieve the committee felt-and so 
,million)• to provide bµdgetary support par:- recorded itself by - an overwhelming 
. tially offsetting the increased costs of the 
Iranian Armed Forces ($16.5 million), and vote-that such a r~duction as is pro
to finance a part of the local currency re:. ,posed by the Senator from Louisiana 

·quire-ments of the technical-cooperation ,should not be made·; and the committee 
program ($3.5 million). Iran will riot begin supported the amount contained in the 
·to receive oil revenues on a full scale until ,bill. · · 
.1957, and in the meantime continued foreign Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Prest .. 
assistance is necessary to help the Govern- .dent, I_ yield_ b_a.c_k_ t_he_ remainder of 'my 
ment meet its minimum obligations for de- · -
.tense and the civilian eco:flomy. wtthout time, on ·the condition that the Senator 
such foreign assistance, the bright prospects ,from Louisiana will yield back the re:. 
for the future, which have developed in the .~ainder of his time. · · · 
last 2 years, would be jeopardized and the _ Mr. · ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
. Communists would have a much better op- .yield back the remainderr of my time. 
cportuxuty to recoup thel,r losses in Iran" The PRESIDING OFFICER. · All time 
· (p. 18) • · :has been yielded back.-TUrkey, $50 million: "Will be used prlr - - · , -
marily tor transportation and agricultural . Mr.- JOHNSON of- Texa:_g. Mr.- ;E>resi'." 
equipment l}nd !or macp.inery for deyelop:- ,dept, the _, yeas · and n~ys- l).av~ be~:p 
.ment of small industt;!ll plants . . ';I'he loc~l ,ordered_. ~nd _·I_ a~l_{ th~t t;t:ie J'OU ~ 
currency counterpart generated by thes~ illl;.- ~alJed. · 



1955 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE .7491 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Carlson 

~ee~i;
0
~ i~10°cn o;i~~e~~;Jfort~o!m~~t g~J~[ J. 

siana on page 4, in lines 6, 8, and 10. . Douglas 
On this question the yeas and nays ~~!ders 

have been ordered, and the clerk will George 
call the roll. Green 

· Jackson 
Johnson, Tex. 
Kefauver 
Kerr 

Neely 
Neuberger 
Pastore 
Payne 

.Potter 
Purtell 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I am pre
pared to yield back 30 minutes of my time 
if that is agreeable to the Senator from 

. Nevada and if he is prepared to yield · 
back 30 minutes of his time. 

Mr. MALONE. That is agreeable to 
me. I yield back 30 minutes. 

The legislative clerk called the . roll. Hayden Hennings 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce Hickenlooper 

that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Hill 
CLEMENTS], the Senator from Arkansas Holland 
[Mr. FuLBRIGHT], the Senator from Ten-. i~:phrey 
nessee [Mr. GoRE], the Senator from 

Kilgore 
Knowland 
Kuchel 
Lehman 
Magnuson 
Mansfield 
Martin, Iowa 
Martin,Pa. 
McNamara 
Millikin 
Monroney 
Morse 

· Saltonstall 
Smathers 
Smith, Maine 
Smith,N. J. 
Sparkman 
Stennis 
Symington 
Thye 
Wiley 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield back 
30 minutes. I ask the Senator from Ne

- vada to permit me to yield to several 
Senators very briefly in order to make 
some insertions in the RECORD. 

Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN], the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEY], and 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
ScoTTJ are absent on official business. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

.AJlott 
Bridges 
case, S. Dak. 
Clements 
Fulbright 

NOT VOTING-13 
Gore 
Kennedy 
McClellan 
Murray 
O'Mahoney 

Schoeppel 
Scott 
Watkins 

KENNEDY] is necessarily absent. So Mr. ELLENDER'S amendments were 
The Senator from Montana [Mr. rejected. 

MURRAY] is absent by leave of the Senate 
to attend the International Labor Or-. 
ganization . meeting in Geneva, Switzer
land. 

On this vote the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. CLEMENTS] is paired with 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Mc
CLELLAN]. If present and voting, the 
Senator from Kentucky would vote 
"nay" and the Senator _from Arkansa§ 
would .vote "yea." 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Fo:L
BRIGHT] is paired with the Senator froill; 
South Dakota [Mr. CAsEL If present 
and voting, the Senator from Arkansas 
would vote "nay" and the Senator from 
South Dakota would vote "yea." 

I further announce that if present and 
voting, the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MURRAY], the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O'MAHONEY], and the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. ScoTT] would each 
vote "nay.'' 

Mr. SALTONSTALL: I announce that 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. ALLOTT] 
is absent on official business. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
ScHOEPPELl are absent by leave of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WATKINS] 
is absent on official business for the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is necessarily absent. 

On this vote, the Senator from Colo
rado [Mr. ALLOTT] is paired with the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. SCHOEPPEL]. 
If present and voting, the Senator from 
Colorado would vote "nay," and the Sen
ator from Kansas _would vote "yea." 

Also, the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. CASE] is paired with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. FULBRIGHT]. If 
present arid voting, the Senator from 
South Dakota would vote "yea," and the 
Senator from Arkansas would vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 27, 
nays 56, as follows: · · 

Barrett 
Bricker 
Butler 
Byrd 
Chavez 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Dworshak 
Eastland 

YEAS-27 
Ellender Malone 
Ervin McCarthy 
Frear Mundt 
Goldwater Robertson 
Hruska Russell 
Jenner , Thurmond 
Johnston, S. C. Welker · 
Langer Williams 
Long Young 

NAYS-56 
Aiken Beall Bible 

Bush 
Capehart 

Anderson Bender 
Barkley Bennett 

CI-471 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Repre

sentatives, by Mr. Bartlett, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
passed, without amendment, the bill <S. 
414) to authorize an examination and 
survey of the coastal and tidal areas of 
the eastern and southern United States, 
with particular reference to areas where 
severe damages have occurred from hur
ricane winds and tides. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. 654) to 
amend the Servicemen's Readjustment 
Act of 1944 to extend the authority of 
the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs 
to make direct loans, and to authorize 
the Administrator to make additional 
types of direct loans thereunder, ~nd for 
other purposes, with an amendment, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

MUTUAL SECURITY ACT OF 1955 
The Senate resumed the consideration 

of the bill <S. 2090) to amend the Mu
tual Security Act of 1954, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I offer 
an amendment, which I ask to have 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec
retary will state the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the appropriate 
place in the bill it is proposed to insert 
a new section, as follows: 

SEC.-. All available funds already author
ized and, in addition, the $3,408,000,000 to be 
authorized by this bill are hereby transferred 
to the National Defense Administrator to be 
expended in the construction and mainte
nance o! long range sonic speed bomber 
fighters and interceptors, guided missiles 
and atomic energy driven submarines, in
cluding the necessary bases and accessories 
for their efficient operation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc
NAMARA in the chair). The Senator will 
state it. 

Mr. JOHJlfSON of Texas. As I under
stand, the distinguished Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. MALONE] is entitled to 
speak for 1 hour on his amendment, and 
I control 1 hqur of debate in opposition 
to the amendment. Is that correct? . 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Te~as is correct. 

Mr. MALONE. I am glad to do so, 
provided the time is not charged to me. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The time 
will be charged to me. I first yield to 
the Senator from Maine [Mrs. SMITH]. 

SENATOR SMITH OF NEW JERSEY 
AND SENATOR SMITH OF MAINE, 
DOCTORS OF LAWS 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Mr. President, 
yesterday one of the distinguished Mem
bers of this body, the senior Senator from· 
New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], was appropri
ately honored by his alma mater where 
he was a student of law-Columbia Uni
versity-with the degree of doctor of 
laws. 

Knowing that this body is most proud 
of the senior Senator from New Jersey 
and grateful to Columbia University for 
the honor it has bestowed on one of its 
illustrious graduates, I ask that the cita
tion made in the awarding of that degree 
be inserted in the body of the RECORD, 
and I invite the attention of every Mem
ber to the citation. . 

There being no objection, the citations 
were ordered to be printed in the REc-· 
ORD, as follows: 

HOWARD ALEXANDER SMITH 

Dr. KROUT. HOWARD ALEXANDER SMITH is 
presented for the degree of doctor o! laws. 
Columbia shares Senator SMITH with Prince
ton, for he trod the.se very steps in the early 
years of the century as a youthful student 
of law. Princeton had prepared him in the 
liberal arts. A lawyer, a man of the people, 
a master of the science of politics and gov
ernment, his varied career has found him 
always busy, ever generous, constructive in 
works and in philosophy, never dismayed by 
foreboding events. The Rocky Mountain 
region was for years his home. To join 
Herbert Hoover's United States Food Admin
istration he returned to the East. The years 
that followed were devoted largely to relie! 
of human suffering in Europe. But return 
to his beloved Princeton was inevitable, and 
his years as. lecturer on international ai
fairs and as an official o! his alma mater 
were fruitful indeed. Today,. as for more 
than a decade, he represents our neighbor 
State in the United States Senate. He does 
so with unchallenged integrity, with elo
quence and with wisdom born of long ex
perience . . 

President KmK. HOWARD ALEXANDER 
SMITH: That our framework of National 
Government, so carefully and wisely formu
lated by our forefathers, should have en
dured to become ever stronger is due not 
alone to the sagacity of the founders. That 
men of complete devotion to our heritage 
so often are called by the electorate to high 
councils in government is defense sufficient 
against the willful individuals who endeavor 
to do us and our institutions harm. You 
have been a man of devotion. Yours is a 
career in the best tradition of our legal pro
fession and American politics. The univer
sity which shared in your training delights 
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today to testify to the success of your serv
ice. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I should 
like to associate myself with the state
ment of the Senator from Maine on our 
beloved friend, the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. I believe Columbia 
University, in honoring him, honors it
self. I am glad he is back with us today, 
and I hope that as a result of his pres
ence the passage of the pending bill may 
be expedited. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Pres
tdent, I desire to express to my distin
guished colleagues my deep appreciation 
for their kind words. I could not quite 
hear whether the citation referred to by 
the distinguished Senator from Maine 
[Mrs. SMITHJ also included the citation 
made in awarding the same degree to her. 
The Senator from Maine enjoys the 
highest esteem and affection of all her 
colleagues. I am proud to have shared 
with her the honors at Columbia Uni
versity yesterday. I ask unanimous con
sent that her citation may be printed in 
the RECORD also. 

There being no objection, the citation 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

MARGARET CHASE SMrrH 

Dr. KROUT. MARGARET CHASE SMITH is pre
sented for the degree of doctor of laws. 
Columbia honors this gracious lady for many 
reasons. She pioneers in the Nation's Capital 
as the first woman Senator from her native 
State of Maine; indeed, first of an Eastern 
State. A distinguished Member since 1948 of 
the "most exclusive gentlemen's club in the 
world," Senator SMITH reaffirms the growing 
realization, wisely recognized by her astute 
constituents, that ability and proven per
formance, rather than sex, provide the rea
sonable standards for political selection. 
Chosen first in 1940 to represent the Second 
Maine District in the 76th Congress, · she 
gained quickly the respect of her colleagues 
of the 48 States. Elections in Maine have 
bothered her little since. In days that are 
active, she thinks less of elections than of 
people. The women of our Nation-happily 
a populous group-consider Senator SMITH 
as their Senator-at-large, but the record 
shows that she discriminates not in their 
favor, opposing always unfair privilege, 
Scholarly is the word for her utterances, 
moderation and integrity of the individual 
her philosophy, relentless industry her trait. 
Fear she does not know as men have learned 
who thunder empty phrases. She merits 
well, sir, the salute of this university. 

President KmK. MARGARET CHASE SMITH: 
With fine hand and clear mind, you are 
writing your chapter of history. You repre
sent more than the people of Maine in our 
halls of state. You represent those Ameri
cans who, seeing well the present danger, 
will meet it without sacrifice of the precious 
principles which are our common heritage. 
Columbia hails you as an outstanding citizen. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I wish to 
join in the complimentary remarks the 
distinguished Senator from Texas has 
made. I wish also to compliment the 
distinguished Senator from Maine [Mrs. 
SMITH], who also received her honorary 
doctorate at Columbia University. I am 
glad to see that it has not affected either 
one of them seriously. 

Mr .. JOHNSON of Texas. I did not 
have the information that the Senator 
from Maine also had been honored by 
Columbia University. I am happy to 

know that she was, because for many the Senate, because there is other pro
years I have treasured her friendship posed legislation scheduled for consid
and have had high respect for her as a · eration beginning next week. There
public servant. fore I appeal to Senators to cooperate, 

Mr. WILEY. This is the first time and I thank all the Senators who are 
the Senator from Texas has admitted willing to reduce their time. I am espe
that he is not up on important questions. cially thankful to the Senator from Ne

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I thank the vada. 
Senator from Wisconsin for his usual GLOBAL GIVEAWAYITIS VERSUS NATIONAL 
graciousness. sEcuRITY 

STATE, JUSTICE, AND JUDICIARY 
APPROPRIATIONS, 1956-ADDI• 
TIONAL CONFEREES 
Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Chair ap
point additional conferees on H. R. 5502, 
the State, Justice, and Judiciary appro
priation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
appoints the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
HAYDEN], the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. HOLLAND], the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. CLEMENTS], the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. MANSFIELD], the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
MUNDT], the Senator from Maine [Mrs. 
SMITHJ, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
DIRKSEN], and the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. HICKENLOOPER] additional con
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

MUTUAL SECURITY ACT OF 1955 
The Senate resumed the consideration 

of the bill (S. 2090) to amend the Mu
tual Security Act of 1954, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I should like to make a brief an
nouncement for the information of the 
Senate. I understand that the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. LoNG] has an 
amendment to offer, that the Senator 
from California [Mr. KNOWLANDJ has an 
amendment, that the Senator from Wis
consin [Mr. McCARTHY] has an amend
ment, and that the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER] has a series 
of amendments. Under the unanimous
consent agreement we could have as 
much as 2 hours' discussion on each 
amendment, but because the Senators 
are anxious to cooperate and conclude 
consideration of the bill within a rea
sonable time, I am informed that the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. MALONE] will 
take only 30 minutes, that the junior 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. LoNGJ will 
probably take in the neighborhood of 
30 minutes, and we hope not much more 
than that time will be taken in con
nection with the Knowland amendment. 
I have not been able to contact the Sen
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. McCARTHY]. 
The senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
ELLENDER] states that on each of his 
amendments he will consume less than 
the time allotted. Therefore, Mr. Presi
dent, if Senators can remain, it is pos
sible, and very likely, I think, that we 
can pass the bill this evening. The lead
ership is prepared to ask the Senate 
to remain in session until a reasonable 
hour, 9, 10, or maybe 10:30 o'clock, if 
the bill can be passed. Otherwise we 
shall have to pass it ·on Friday or Sat
urday. The bill should be acted on by 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I op
pose this bill to give additional billions 
of taxpayers' dollars to foreign nations. 

I have been given to understand that 
there are approximately $9 billion unex
pended dollars already authorized for 
this purpose and carried over from pre
vious appropriations, which, added to the 
$3,408,000,000 provided in this bill would 
equal more than $12 billion available to 
be spent in foreign nations which even 
now, according to our administrative of
ficials, are trading with · our potential 
enemies. 

Most of these beneficiaries of our for
eign aid have recognized Communist 
China and are working, with the support 
of some of our own people, to bring about 
Communist China's admission to the 
United Nations. 

EUROPE ON AMERICAN DOLE SINCE 1948 

Mr. President, we have been sending 
money to Europe since 1948. Even be-
fore that time there was a loan of $3¾ 
billion to Britain. It would no doubt 
embarrass the Senate if I were to read 
what I said regarding that loan in 1948. 
When the loan was made I was not a 
Member of the Senate, but I was aware 
of the promises that were made when 
the first loan was extended. And as a 
Member of the Senate I have been aware 
of the promises which have been con
tinually made since that time as to what 
would be done by those nations in the 
event we gave them new grants and 
credits such as those under the Marshall 
plan, the ECA, MSA, the FOA, and other 
trick agencies with trick names that are 
always cooked up a little ahead of the 
public's understanding as to what is hap. 
pening to their tax money. 

BIG PROMISES; SKIMPY PERFORMANCE 

We have had big, beautiful promises, 
Mr. President, every time we have been 
sold a multi-billion-dollar bill of goods, 
but in return we have received only 
meager and minimum performance
and sometimes none at all-from the 
countries which have received these bil
lions. 
FREE MONEY, FREE FOOi'.>, FREE GOODS FLOW OUT 

TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES 

We have sent money continually to 
those nations to buy our goods. We are 
now sending to foreign nations, without 
cost, for the most part, agricultural 
products which we have bought and 
stored in the United States. We are 
sending them free defense materiel, most 
of which, I am sorry to say, is obsolete. 
That is all done in the interest of pros
perity and peace. 

Mr. President, the history of individ .. 
uals and nations· has been that they are 
heroes as long as the money holds out. 
When the money· is gone we look around, 
and our so-called friends have disap
peared. 
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WHY WASTE WEALTH ON FOREIGN NATIONS 

WHILE OUR OWN NATIONAL DEBT REMAINS 
HIGHEST IN WORLD? 

Mr. President, ever since I took my 
oath of office in 1947 as a United States 
Senator I have opposed wasting Ameri
ca's wealth, oil, and resources on foreign 
nations while our national debt remains 
the highest in the world, our budgets go 
unbalanced, and our taxes remain at 
wartime levels. 

Not only do we owe approximately 
$275 billion, but a few years ago a Com
munist British subject came to this 
country and persuaded our then Presi
dent that the more we owed the more 
wealthy we would be. Those two persons 
are dead, but we have this $275 billion 
debt which we must face. 
FOREIGN HANDOUTS CONTINUE WHILE UNITED 

STATES TAXPAYERS OWE $400 BILLION 

In addition to that, we have guaran
teed the payment of some $140 billion 
to $150 billion through other methods of 
allowing offshoot organizations to either 
bond themselves or pay out money for 
which the taxpayers of this Nation are 
just as responsible for payment as they 
are for the payment of the national debt 
in case of any default. That adds up to 
over $400 billion owed by our taxpayers. 

Some people say they owe it to them
selves, so that they should not worry. 
But I have been in debt to a bank, Mr. 
President. It was only a community 
bank, but it sometimes became em
barrassing if I did not pay the interest 
on the debt. A man could go broke 
under those circumstances, and we can 
go broke as a nation. 
GOVERNMENT SHOULD PUT SECURITY ABOVE 

WORLD SOCIAL OBLIGATIONS 

The first duty of the Government, as 
I see it, is to look to its own welfare and 
security, to its own resources and econ
omy. 

If it be true, as it is alleged, that we 
can defend the Western Hemisphere, 
then, before we put out additional sums, 
and before we argue whether we are 
going to defend this or that area, should 
we not determine what our objectives 
are? 

Are we trying to discharge our social 
obligations throughout the world, or are 
we trying to arrange for the security of 
this Nation? 

That is the first decision to make. I 
have made my decision. I think we 
should determine what will contribute to 
the security of this Nation. A stable 
economy is the first point to establish. 
Instead, for the past 22 years succes
sive administrations havP- been afflicted 
with what I call global giveawayitis. 
GLOBAL GIVEAWAYS BEGAN IN 1934 WITH GllT OF 

UNITED STATES MARKETS 

In 1934 a New Deal administration ·and 
a New Deal Congress embarked on a pro
gram of giving away our markets to for
eign countries, under the so-called Trade 
Agreements Act. 

In 1940 we moved into a war economy, 
and the national debt limit was raised 
from $45 billion to $49 billion. That was 
about the time that our distinguished 
visitor from England, Lord Keynes, con
vinced our President that the more we 
were in debt, the more wealthy we were. 
So we threw all caution to the winds and 
started voting more bonds. 

SOVIET RUSSIA EARLY BENEFICIARY OF UNITED 
STATES BILLION-DOLLAR AID 

In 1941 we started giving money, goods, 
and munitions to foreign countries, in
cluding Soviet Russia, to which we ex
tended an initial lend-lease credit of $1 
billion. Later we were to increase this 
to $11,242,000,000, of which $465 million 
was handed to Russia after the war. 

Our wartime foreign aid totaled $49 
billion plus, of which Britain got the 
most, $35 billion plus, with Russia rank
ing second. 

The war ended, but foreign aid has 
never stopped. 

I predicted in 1947, when I was a fresh
man in the Senate, that it was not likely 
to stop, and it has not. 

In a floor speech on April 21, 1947, I 
said: 

I object on principle to a policy which 
seeks to stampede us into further huge loans 
and gifts and actions which all agree will in 
all probability result in establishing a defi
nite policy trend for this Nation, 

That was a very modest statement, 
but it has proved to be correct. 

GLOBAL GIVEAWAY DISEASE CHRONIC 

Giving our goods and wealth away to 
foreign nations has become more than a 
trend; it is a disease. The disease is 
chronic. Every year about this time we 
break out in a new rash to give away 
more billions, and to give them away in 
a hurry. We are in so much of a hurry 
that we hardly understand what the 
legislation is about. 

In the same speech, I pointed out that 
no adequate information or reliable in
formation was being made available 
about the program, and that no oppor
tunity was being given for the thorough 
investigation which is certainly justified 
before Congress embarks on such a pol
icy or program. 

CONGRESS KEPT IN DARK BY FOREIGN-AIDERS 

That is as true now, Mr. President, as 
it was then. In the bill we are asked 
to hand out $3,530,000,000 to foreign 
countries for assistance of various types. 

We are told the amount of money 
some countries will receive, and that 
there will be several hundred million 
which the President can spend any
where and in any way he chooses. But 
we have no specific information about 
any program, what kind of military as
sistance, or what type of economic proj
ects we intend to pay for in the various 
countries. 

In other words, Mr. President, we are 
making out a check for $3,530,000,000 to 
the President to spend in foreign coun
tries, and to spend just about as he 
pleases. 

The distinguished Senator from Loui
siana reported on the Senate floor yes
terday his experiences in attempting to 
obtain information on the foreign-aid 
program from Mr. Harold Stassen, the 
administration's Santa Claus. 
DOES FOA DIRECTOR HIMSELF KNOW WHAT FOA 

IS DOING? 

Mr. President, can we get information 
from a man who probably does not have 
it himself? I doubt if he has a list of 
all the projects financed since he has 
been at the head of the FOA, and the 
ECA before that. 

The distinguished Senator from Loui
siana said that he had been attempt
ing for the past 3 months "to obtain 
facts about the unexpended balances, 
also about the kind of projects in for
eign lands which were being considered 
in order to compare them with projects 
in our own country which are being de
nied funds." He has not obtained the 
information. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MALONE. I yield. 
Mr. LANGER. Does the Senator re

member that it was only about a year 
ago when the FOA discovered that it had 
a billion dollars more than its books 
showed it had? That was how they 
kept track of their affairs on mutual aid 
at that time. 

Mr. MALONE. Congress is not allowed 
to inspect the books. Everyone else in 
the world will know about the affairs of 
the FOA except those who furnish the 
money. 

INQUIRY TO DIRECTOR STASSEN GOES 
UNANSWERED 

On May 6, I requested somewhat simi
lar information from Mr. Stassen. In a 
letter to Mr. Stassen, I asked the follow
ing information: 

A list of all authorizations for hydro
electric, irrigation, reclamation, and 
flood-control projects made by the FOA. 

A list of all authorizations to foreign 
countries made for mining and minerals 
developments, and for the procurement 
of mining equipment. 

A list of all guaranties, in whole or in 
part, of private investment in foreign 
countries. 

And allotments made to foreign coun
tries by FOA to finance purchases of 
American-made products, farm com
modities, and coal, broken down as to 
countries and to commodities. 

INFORMATION SOUGHT NOT CLASSIFIED 

Mr. President, it will be noted that 
none of these requests for information 
in any way involved military inf orma
tion or other material which might be 
classified. 

All of it was material which should 
be readily accessible in the files of the 
Foreign Operations Administration, if it 
keeps files of its handouts to foreign 
nations. 

All of the information should be at 
the fingertips of Mr. Stassen and his 
aides in making up their own budgets 
and in keeping accounts of their own 
expenditures. 
SENATOR MALONE QUESTIONS AMOUNT OF AID 

REACHING SOVIET RUSSIA 

Mr. President, there are other ques
tions which the Senate might well ask of 
Mr. Stassen before voting this $3 ½ bil
lion in new aid. 

One such question might well be what 
amount of this aid, in his estimation, 
winds up in Soviet Russia. 

NEWSPAPER REPORT CITED 

The May 27, 1955, issue of the New 
York Journal of Commerce touches on 
this vaguely in an article headed "Oils 
Firm as Russia Buys in Europe!' I shall 
quote the first four paragraphs: 

The Russian bear, according to trade re
ports, apparently has switched his taste, 
from honey to edible, vegetable oils, and 
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what are described as "huge" shipments of 
United States cottonseed oil sent to certain 
West European countries which have been 
transshipped behind the Iron Curtain. 

Mr. President, I do not blame Russia 
or the Iron Curtain countries. Why 
blame them for something for which 
Congress is responsible? Those countries 
are simply a little smarter than we are; 
that is all. 

I have said on the floor that European 
nations are the worst off enders, but that 
I had a high regard for the European 
nations. I admire the English people, 
especially, on two counts: First, they 
have brains; second, they are for Eng
land. Ours is the only nation which 
produces people who are not for it. 

SOVIET BUYING INCREASES COSTS IN WORLD 
MARKET 

I continue to quote from the New 
York Journal of Commerce: 

Heavy buying by the Soviet and Soviet
bloc nations to fill their edible oils larder 
has contributed to a strengthening of the 
fats and oils market worldwide, sources re
ported, and is a factor in the current firm 
price structures here of cottonseed, soy, corn, 
and peanut oils. 

While periodic Russian buying of CGC oil 
in large quantities from nations to which 
the United States has sent supplies at com
paratively low prices has long been suspected, 
it has been hard to pin down-particularly 
as to quantity. 

However, as trade circles point out, such 
comparatively small countries as the 
Netherlands, which has been taking large 
supplies from the United States, cannot 
logically be assumed to consume such quan
tities and the Soviet represents a willing 
market for transshipment. 
MALONE ASKS WHAT STUDIES MADE OF FOREIGN• 

AID DIVERSION TO REDS 

Mr. President, this is an obviously 
guarded report, but the implication is 
quite clear. The implication is that 
agricultural products being dumped in 
foreign-aided nations are going in some 
amounts behind the Iron Curtain. 

Has the Foreign Relations Committee, 
which made the report urging continua
tion of this program and the authoriza
tion of new billions to finance it, made 
any study of the types and amount of 
foreign aid which ends up in Communist 
Russia or Communist-bloc countries? 

Has it made any study of trans
shipments of such commodities by aided 
countries to the Reds? 

Has it ever asked Mr. Harold Stassen 
or his agency whether it has made such 
a study, and if it has, what the agency 
has reported? 

Does anybody know where our for
eign aid is winding up, or that portion 
of it which is movable? Some of it, I 
remember, wound up in the hands of the 
Red Chinese aggressors in Korea. 
RtD AGGRESSORS IN KOREA FOUGHT WITH MA• 

TERIAL MADE IN U. S. A. 

I made a statement while the war was 
in progress in Korea that 75 percent of 
the material being shot at our boys over 
there had been financed by their fathers 
at home through all kinds of foreign aid 
and other shenanigans, just as we armed 
Japan by sending oil and scrap iron out 
through the Golden Gate prior to 1941. 
No one could stop it; many of us tried. 
· Where will the aid we are asked to 

authorize today wind up? Will some-

one kindly tell me? I should like to 
know. 

Mr. Stassen has never replied to my 
letter, nor has he acknowledged it. It 
is obvious to me that he does not want 
Members of the Senate to have this in
formation. Or perhaps he thinks it is 
none of our business. Maybe he just 
does not know. 

CONGRESS AND PEOPLE ENTITLED TO KNOW 
WHERE FOREIGN-AID DOLLARS GO 

I think it is our business. I think that 
the Constitution of the United States in
tended it to be our business to know 
what we were authorizing funds for. I 
think it is vital to know what we expect 
to buy with the taxes we collect from the 
people in our 48 States, who are being 
denied the roads, projects, schools, and 
jobs they need, in order that there may 
be built projects and roads in foreign 
countries to provide payrolls and jobs 
for foreigners. 

Every dollar and every dime this Gov
ernment pays out, Mr. President, must 
come ultimately from our taxpayers. 

Three billion, five hundred and thirty 
million are a lot of dollars. They are 
dollars the American people would like 
to keep in their pockets, or to pay out to 
their States and municipalities for pub
lic works, services, and projects that 
would benefit their own families, com
munities, or localities. 

Three billion, five hundred and thirty 
million dollars works out to $21.51 for 
every man, woman, and child in the 
United States; to more than $100 for a 
family of five. 

That is a big contribution, Mr. Presi
dent, to foreign prosperity and welfare, 
when America needs so many things at 
home. 
DEBT AND DEFICITS CONTINUE WHILE FOREIGN 

AID GOES ON FOREVER 

But it is only a fraction of what the 
American people have paid out to for
eign countries since the war. 

As I said earlier, foreign aid has never 
stopped. Under one name or another, 
it has continued ever since it started, 
while our deficits continued and our na
tional debt increased to the astronomical 
peak of over $275 billion to which there 
must be added the $240 billion or $250 
billion that we have guaranteed. 

Last year we temporarily lifted the 
debt ceiling $6 billion until tax collec
tions came in, with a proviso that on 
June 30 the debt limit of $275 billion 
should be adhered to. Now I understand 
we shall again be faced with the same re
quest. This administration is following 
the line of the last two administrations: 
"Make good time with debts. The more 
you owe, the wealthier you are." 

UNCLE SAM FINANCING A GREEDY WORLD 

The Secretary of the Treasury says 
that this year he will again ask for a 
higher ceiling on the debt limit. He 
will not have to if this bill giving tax
payers' dollars to foreign nations, some 
of them, like India, neutral, if not hostile, 
and most of them lacking the will to de
f end or help themselves, is defeated. 

Foreign nations will not have that will, 
either, so long as we play the rich uncle, 
ready with handsome handouts when
ever any one of them comes begging. 
Some of these nations, I am happy to 

say, are too proud to beg. So when that 
occurs Mr. Stassen's office forces our 
dollars on them. It is a strange and 
greedy world, and we are financing it. 

Since World War II we have financed 
it to the tune of $52,383,000,000, to which 
this bill proposes to add $3,530,000,000 
more. We have continued to finance it 
under a variety of excuses. 
WORLD AID SLOGANS CHANGE WHILE BILLIONS TO 

FOREIGN AREAS NEVER CEASE 

First the slogan was relief and re
habilitation. We all remember UNRRA. 
Under UNRRA we helped relieve and 
rehabilitate Soviet Russia and her sat
ellites, and to some extent the Chinese 
Communists. 

Rehabilitated Russia bit the hand that 
fed her, and the rehabilitated Red Chi
nese took over China. 

There was the British loan, and some 
of us will remember William Dexter 
White, the Soviet spy, explaining to the 
Senate Committee on Banking and Cur
rency that if we would loan England 
$3,750,000,000, England would be "will
ing to assume the risk of selling her 
products in fair competition with the 
exporters of other countries." 

As I reported in the Senate in April, 
1947, Mr. White told us that "England is 
willing to commit herself to our program 
of fair currency and trade practices in 
order to encourage an expansion of 
world trade." 

BRITISH SLOGAN FACTORY IN CONSTANT 
PRODUCTION 

The London bankers invented the 
phrase "dollar shortage." They in
vented the phrase "reciprocal trade." 
Mr. Butler, Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in 1952, invented the phrase ''Trade, not 
aid." The people in London just beat 
us on the slogans; all we do is repeat 
them and keep on paying the money. 

In the 1947 floor ~peech I referred to 
earlier, I asked: 

What is the result? (of Mr. White's as
surances). British discrimination against 
American trade has continued in full force 
just as before. Her actions constitute a 
conspiracy of restraint against the American 
exporters just as surely as did those of Nazi 
Germany. The rigid system of licensing 
which is operated by the British Government 
is directed specifically against our trade in 
view of the fact that we are the great export
ing Nation of the world. 

I digress to say, Mr. President, that 
the same promises are being made to
day, 9 years later, and they will con
tinue to be made. 

I resume reading from that floor 
speech: 

T~e sterling-bloc system is one by which 
the British pound is artificially over
valued-

I said this in 1947-
by more than twice and by which American 
goods can be successfully kept out of great 
world markets, which the British seek to 
dominate and control. 

EMPmE PREFERENCE DISCRIMINATION CONTINUES 
UNDER GA'IT 

The empire preferential rate system 
is recognized by that great organization 
in Geneva known as the General Agree
ment on Tariffs and Trade. So. a bill 
will come before the Senate, I suppose, 
which it will be said will permit the Sen-



1955 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE 7495 
ate to pass on the General Agreement 
on Tariffs and Trade. But will the Sen
ate pass on it? I want to say to my col
leagues they are not going to pass on 
anything. 

There is a reorganized GA TT, under 
the name OTC-Organization for Trade 
Cooperation. If the Senate turns it 
down, it will not touch GATT. If the 
Senate approves it, it will approve 
GATT. Very clever. They are just as 
clever as they were under the first Presi
dent who started this business over 22 
years ago. 

WARNINGS IN 1947 EQUALLY SOUND TODAY 

Every word I said in 1947 is equally 
true now, 8 years later, despite the prom
ises of Mr. White, the soviet spy; but we 
are still extending aid to Britain. 

Relief and rehabilitation was followed 
by a new slogan, recovery, which became 
the Marshall plan. Soviet Russia was 
originally invited in, but declined. 

The Marshall plan was supposed to be 
a 4-year plan, was supposed to cost the 
American taxpayer $17 billion, and end 
forever at the end of the 4 years. They 
just had a running start at the end of 
4 years. That Marshall plan was just a 
start. And Marshall had just as much 
to do with it, I might add, as did the 
Members of the Senate. 

When the 4 years were up it was neces
sary to invent a new slogan, and the 
giveaway bureaus were quick to come up 
with one. The new slogan and theme 
song became "rearmament" and "mutual 
security." 

New letterheads were printed and 
Congress kept pouring out funds. 

PROGRAM OF GLOBAL HANDOUTS ENDLESS 

We have heard in the debate today 
that it is the program of the United 
States of America to continue to put tax
payers' money in countries all over the 
world. There is no question about it. 
I said it in 1947, and it is so today, 8 
years later. 

The old term "mutual security" has 
been retained in the pending bill, but 
I note the report of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations refers to the princi
ple of collective security. 

Other nations collect and we secure 
them. 
UNITED STATES SHOULD LOOK TO OWN SECURITY 

PIRST 

Mr. President, before we vote this $3,-
530,000,000 we should first look to our 
own security. · 

Recently a flight of heavy Russian jet 
bombers over Moscow, similar to our 
B-52's, caught our diplomats by surprise. 
It apparently has caught the Pentagon 
by surprise also. 

Mr. President, let no one get the idea 
that there are no scientists in Russia. 
They have most of the oldtime scien
tists from Germany, whom they used in 
Russia to start the program off. 

In any event since the flight plans 
for production of United States heavy 
bombers have been upped from 11 wings 
or 330 B-52's to 500 B-52's, we do not 
have 1 wing of the giant long-range 
Boeing aircraft now. 
SENATE REPORT OF YEAR AGO WARNED OF UNITED 

STATES PLANE PRODUCTION LAG 

A year ago estimates of the cost of 
one of these bombers approximated $6 

million. Details of the need for increas
ing our strength in this type of war
plane may be found on page 26 of Sen
ate Report 1627, prepared by the Sub
committee on Minerals, Materials, and 
Fuels Economics of the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

Many of my colleagues will recall that 
in debate on the 1954 foreign-aid bill 
I introduced an amendment to divert 
unexpended funds for foreign aid and 
authorizing last year's foreign-aid funds 
to strengthen our Air Force. The total 
amount available under such a program 
would have aggregated $10 billion. Let 
not anyone tell us that we do not need 
a great deal of money to build the long
range, supersonic speed bombers, fight
ers, interceptors, and guided-missile 
bases. 

The amendment was defeated last 
year. 

In other words, Mr. President, we pre
f erred to spend our taxpayers' money on 
neutralist and other foreign countries to 
building up our strength at home, and in 
so doing permitted Soviet Russia to 
catch up or surpass us in B-52 type 
bombers. That is what we hear out of 
the Pentagon. Do not blame Russia; 
blame the Senate. 
FUNDS ASKED THIS YEAR FOR FOREIGN Am WOULD 

BUILD 441 UNITED STATES B-52 HEAVY BOMB• 
ERS 

Today's Wall Street Journal places 
the present estimated cost of a B-52, in
cluding tools and production equipment, 
at $8 million. 

At $8 million the $3 ½ billion we propose 
in this bill to squander in jungles and 
swamps of Asia and the deserts of Africa 
and the Near East would buy 441 B-52's, 
or finance 14% wings of 30 B-52's each. 

For my part, I would prefer to see this 
money spent at home on building muscle 
for America. I think the taxpayers 
would too. 

Russia, Red China, and the Commu
nist satellites, on the other hand, would 
doubtlessly pref er this money to be spent 
on weak little countries in the shadow 
of the Red hammer and sickle, who, even 
if they had the will to defend them
selves, could present no military obstacle 
to Red might. 

Wnat has kept these countries from 
being overrun is Russia's fear of Amer
ica's airpower and nuclear weapons. 
Frittering our strength away in foreign 
countries will only lessen that fear, while 
it ripens Southeast Asia and the Near 
East for Soviet plucking. 

Mr. President, this is an international 
social welfare bill that will not add one 
whit to our national defense. 

Before we vote on i't we should make 
up our minds whether we are trying to 
discharge our social obligations through
out the world, or whether we are inter
ested in defending the United States of 
America-and then get to it. 

If we intend to distribute the wealth 
and taxes of the American people 
throughout the world at the expense of 
jobs and investments in America, let us 
be honest about it and tell the people 
of our country about it; let us tell the 
unemployed, the ruined mine, mill and 
factory owners in our own country, our 
farmers with declining incomes, our 
small-business enterprises with their 
backs to the wall. 

Let us tell them that this is an inter
national scheme to distribute through
out the world the wealth of this country, 
as obtained from the taxes paid by the 
American people. 

Let us tell them that the social wel
fare of the peoples of Asia, and Africa, 
and old Europe comes first, and the 
American taxpayer must be satisfied with 
the leavings. 

Mr. President, while we propose to tap 
the American taxpayer for '$3,530,000,000 
more in foreign aid, let us examine one 
of the uses to which the British put the 
Marshall plan. 

I ask unanimous consent that there be 
pri'nted at this point in the RECORD a re
cent article by George E. Sokolsky, which 
appeared in the New York Journal
American and many other newspapers 
throughout the United States. 

There being no objection the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

AMERICAN AID USED WISEL y IN BRITAIN 

(By George E. Sokolsky) 
LoNDON.-There has been some talk in 

Congress about the use by the British of the 
counterpart funds for the reduction of their 
national debt. The talk was unfavorable. 
The point must be made that while the Mar
shall plan was very popular among the Brit
ish it has run its course, and the defense aid 
which followed it is of value but not of the 
same value as the Marshall plan because of 
changed conditions. Also the insistence 
upon giving some aid in the form of agri
cultural material out of the stockpiles of 
such products as grapefruit, which is an 
unusual food here, does sometimes make for 
complication. 

It is freely admitted here that some of the 
counterpart funds were used to reduce the 
national debt. It is suggested that it was a. 
use that did not neutralize the benefit of dol
lar aid by creating an inflation. In a word, 
unless defenses were set up, the huge influx 
of dollars could have stimulated inflation. 
On the other hand, American public opinion 
was insistent that Marshall plan money 
should not subsidize the budgets of receiving 
countries. 

PAID INTO SPECIAL ACCOUNT 

It was put to me this way. This was the 
origin of the "special account," namely, the 
system by which sterling counterpart (the 
proceeds of selling the dollar goods by which 
aid was brought into the country) was paid 
into a special account at the Bank of Eng
land and drawings out of the account could 
only be made by the treasury with the ap
proval of the United States. 

One of the objects specified in the Marshall 
plan agreement was the extinction of debt. 
And as an act of deliberate policy, the British 
Government decided, with the approval of 
the American authorities, to dispose of the 
sterling in the special account in this way 
and not to spend it on the capital investment 
which was the pattern adopted for counter
part in continental countries. The British 
concept of their economy is to protect the 
balance of payments while avoiding inflation, 
and the surprising thing is that they have 
done it. They used our assistance under the 
Marshall plan to do it, but what must be said 
of them that cannot be said of some other 
countries is that they used our aid well and 
to their permanent advantage; it did not 
go down the drain. 

On the continent of Europe, counterpart 
funds were used to increase the number and 
volume of state or privately owned invest
ment projects. In Great Britain investments 
were restricted to maintain the internal eco
nomic balance in order to avoid inflation. 
Even so there were too many state invest
ments coming out of war conditions and it 
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was not considered politically or eoonon;i.i
cally advisable to use Marshall plan counter
part funds to aid private .investments. 

USED TO EXTINGUISH NATIONAL DEBT 

The total of sterling counterpart funds 
amounted to about 560 million pounds or 
about fl,500 million. The United States got 
5 percent of this and after making some de
ductions for small items the bulk of this 
amount was used to extinguish the national 
debt. Special arrangements were made that 
this use dld·not increase inflation. The debt 
reduction consisted of special non-interest
bearing notes in which the <:ounterpart was 
invested by the Bank of England where it 
was lodged in a special account. It did not 
increase cash circulation. The Marshall aid 
period was 1948-51 and the amount of coun
terpart applied to debt extinction in each 
year was as follows: 

1948-49 ______________________ _ 

1949-50----------------------1950-51 ______________________ _ 
1951-52 ______________________ _ 

Total __________________ _ 

Pen.mets 
107,000,000 
92,000,000 

275,000,000 
55,000,000 

529,000,000 

This amounts to $1,481,200,000. 
It is not understandable why there should 

be any secrecy about such a matter and it 
undoubtedly has been published elsewhere. 
When I left on this trip it was spoken of 
as a great secret. The British have to avoid 
inflation because their economy rests on a 
.fine hair. They are about 50 million people 
who live on islands that can produce food 
for about 15 million people, which, quite 
apart from the serious question of raw ma
terials, metals, woods, fibers, food, takes on. 
an importance here which it cannot have in 
the United States where we stockpile butter 
lUld wheat. The British can import ample 
food now but they want to keep it that way 
and all their economic maneuvering is 
designed to that end. 
lllUTAIN CUTS TAXES WHILE UNITED STATES TAX 

DOLLARS SENT ABROAD 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, our 
foreign-aid program has helped to re
duce Britain's debt, while our own na
tional debt has increased under both the 
present and previous administrations. 

And while American tax rates are con
tinued, and will continue while we pour 
billions of dollars into further foreign 
aid, Britain, for one, has been able to 
materially reduce its own taxes, partially 
because of the generosity of the Congress 
with the money of the American tax
payers. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have printed at this point in the 
RECORD a recent editorial entitled "Brit
ish in the Black," which was published 
in the New York Journal-American and 
other Hearst newspapers. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

BRITISH IN THE BLACK 

Mr. and Mrs.. American Taxpayer, we 
imagine, must be looking with a mixture of 
envy and astonishment at their British 
counterparts who have just received a siz
able income tax cut, which will remove 
2,400,000 persons from the tax rolls and in
crease personal and child allowances. 

The envy and astonishment are under
standable, particularly since Chancellor o:C 
the Exchequer Butler estimates a revenue 
surplus of $414 million this year, while our 
Government is Umping along on a deficit as 
usual. 

And Mr. and Mrs. Taxpayer have the right 
to ask how come this country, which is run
ning 1n the red, -continues to give millions 
to Britain, which is in the black? 

They ought to put this question real hard 
to their Senators and Representatives in 
Congress, but they ought not, we think, take 
a peevish attitude toward the British. It 
won't do Mr. and Mrs. Taxpayer any good to 
work up 111 feeling against the blasted Brit-
1-sh, when the responsibllity is right here ai 
home. 

The -attitude to take, it seems to us, is 
to try to find out why this Nation can't 
operate in the black, too. That involves an 
examination of how expenses can be cut 
in running this Government ( the reports of 
the Hoover Commission indicate a huge 
amount of bureaucratic duplication and 
waste). 

It involves also an examination of the 
millions that are being sluiced abroad. How 
much have they been and are they being 
wasted? Are they really working for us in 
what we want to accomplish? How much 
are they buying real s1'lcurity and how much 
is down the drain? 

These are areas where Mr. and Mr. Tax
payer have a justifiable concern. If they 
express that concern often enough and vig
orously enough, maybe some day we will be 
a surplus nation, too. 

We wind up with the following lyric of 
dubious hope! 

"Poor little taxpayer, don't you cry, 
You'll have a tax cut by and by-maybe." 

MALONE ADDRESS IN SENATE IN JULY 1948 
RECALLED 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, in July 
1948 I had the following to say at one 
point in the debate in the Senate: 

It ls impossible to stabilize trade or cur
rencies in Europe as long as they continue 
the established practice of manipulating the 
value of their currencies in favor of their 
own particular countries, and as long as the 
empire-minded nations, with particular ref
erence to Great Britain, follow their estab
lished practice of directing trade to the 
mother countries at empire-preferential 
rates and the use of the sterling bloc. 

I also said: 
There is grave question as to whether the 

Congress of the United States can create ad
ditional purchasing power by making appro
priations for gifts to foreign nations above 
the amount required to meet the cost of our 
own Government each year, unless there is 
a comparable increase in our production. 
This was thoroughly illustrated in the 
$3,'750,000,000 loan to England in 1946, when 
almost immediately they complained that, 
due to subsequent inflation, their estimate 
of the amount which could be purchased 
with the loan was almost cut in half. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HRusKA in the chair). The time of the 
Senator from Nevada has expired. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I have 
been charged with some of the time 
which has been used by other Senators, 
and I believe I have about 4 minutes re
maining. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I 
yield 4 more minutes to the Senator from 
Nevada. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Nevada is recognized for~ 
more minutes. 

Mr. MALONE. I thank the Senator 
from Montana. 
GLOBAL GIVEAWAYS INCL UDE NOT ONLY Bil.• 

LIONS BUT UN1TED STATES JOBS, INDUSTRIES, 
MARKETS 

Mr. Pre.sident, in our obsession to give 
out wealth and goods to foreign nations, 
we are also giving away our jobs, indus
tries, and markets. In this connection 
l: desire to call attention to .several per-

tinent newspaper rePorts of this matter. 
We have only to examine any newspaper 
to find .similar articles. The one I hold 
in my hand happens to have been pub
lished in the New York Journal of Com
merce on yesterday, June 1. Th-e head
line on page 13 reads as follows: "Did 
Imports Injure Watch Firms?" 

In short, Mr. President. we find that 
one who wishes to obtain a job in the 
United States must be able to argue for 
it on a national-security basis. 

Another headline in the New York 
Journal of Commerce of June 1 is "Trade 
Act Conference Set-George Backs Lib
erals." 

The article goes on to say: 
Senate and House conferees are tentatively 

scheduled to meet later this week to see if 
some -agreement on the Eisenhower recipro
cal trade program is finally with.in reach. 

The article states that announcement 
had been made by one of the Senate con
ferees that he would throw his support 
to the House Democratic conferees, led 
by Representative JERE COOPER, of Ten
nessee, who ••is battling for elimination, 
or at least drastic revision, of a series 
of protectionist amendments adopted 
when the Senate passed the bill May 4.'~ 
AIDED NATIONS MANIPULATE CURRENCY, TRADE, 

TO AMERICA'S DISADVANTAGE 

On the same page we find the follow
ing headline: "Turkey Tightens Import 
Control." 

The article goes on to show how that is 
done. In fact, today every nation in the 
world, with one or two exceptions, has 
exchange controls and imPort permits or 
export permits, or both. The other na
tions manipulate the price of their cur
rency, in terms of the dollar, and do so 
for trade advantage. They engage in 
-every possible manipulation against the 
United States of America. 

In closing, Mr. President, I wish to 
say that the economic approach is only 
one means of destroying the United 
States. The adv-0cates of the pending 
bill or similar ones come in through the 
doors, through the windows, and up 
through the cellar floor. 

CUSTOMS BILL A SCHEME TO LOWER TARIFFS 

Mr. President, in the New York Jour
nal of Commerce for May 25, 1955, we 
find the following headline: "Customs 
Bill Foes Minimize Importer Aid." 

Mr. President, we know what the cus
toms bill is. It has been before the Sen
ate year after year. . When we take out 
all the fishhooks, we find it is simply a 
means of changing the valuation, so as 
to lower the import fees or tariffs. That 
is all it is. It is advocated in the name 
of simplification. 

If those who advocate such a move 
wish to simplify, all they need to do is 
follow the law. ·But, instead, they are 
willing to propose almost any means, so 
long as it looks or sounds good. They 
use the phrase "customs simplification,'' 
and the phrase "dollar shortage/' and 
the phrases "reciprocal trade" and 
"trade, not aid," and 400 or more other 
catch words and phrases, which have 
been invented by those who wish to di
vide with other nations the wealth of 
the United States of America. Mr. Presi
dent, the proposal before us today, by 
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means of the pending bill, is only the 
most recent of such schemes. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I 
yield myself 2 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Montana is recognized for 
2 minutes. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I 
have listened with great interest to the 
remarks of the distinguished senior Sen
ator from Nevada [Mr. MALONE]. I 
should like to call his attention to the 
fact that in the course of the hearings 
on this particular measure, it was sug_,. 
gested to the Defense Establishment 
that perhaps it would be better for the 
funds under the defense title, which is 
title I, to be incorporated in the regu
lar Defense Establishment budget. It 
was thought by the Defense Establish
ment officials and by the committee as a 
whole that to do so would be unwise, 
because in the way presently proposed 
we would achieve more for defense 
among our allies, and would do so at 
far less cost, and would also be able to 
achieve far greater cooperation with 
those with whom we are trying to make 
tenable agreements. 

The committee went into this pro
posal very thoroughly, and it was the 
unanimous opinion of the committee 
that we should not consider at this time 
the amendment proposed by the Sen
ator from Nevada. 

So I hope the Senate will reject the 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President-
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, does the Senator desire to use now 
the 3 minutes he has requested? 

Mr. FLANDERS. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Then, Mr. 

President, I yield 3 minutes to the dis
tinguished Senator from New Hamp
shire. 

Mr. FLANDERS. No, Mr. President, 
I ask the Senator from Texas to move 
me across the Connecticut River. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I must apologize to the Senator 
from Vermont. I have just returned to 
the Chamber; and this is one of the few 
times when, in relying on the acting mi
nority leader-on whom I know I can 
always rely-I have been misinformed. 
He said "New Hampshire." It seems 
that I understand the Senator from Ver
mont better than some Members on his 
side of the aisle do. 

So, Mr. President, I am very glad to 
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished ju
nior Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. FLANDERS. I thank the Senator 
very much, indeed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MANSFIELD in the chair). The Senator 
from Vermont is recognized for 3 
minutes. 

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, in 
listening to the several Senators who 
have discussed this question, it has 
seemed to me that there is a radical dif
ference of opinion which needs to be 
considered. 

It seems to be the opinion of many 
Members that the only threat from the 
other side of the Iron Curtain is a mili
tary threat. I wish to urge a contrary 
opinion, which is that the great advances 
and the most dangerous efforts from the 

Soviet side of the curtain are coming 
from the political angle. The greatest 
advances have been made politically, 
always with the background of armed 
might, but with the political policies and 
successes making the actual advances. 

We made one great political effort in 
Europe with the Marshall plan. With
out the Marshall plan, today France 
would be Communist; Italy would be 
Communist; and they would not have 
become Communist by force of arms. 
They would have become Communist by 
political action, in which the Soviet 
Government is skilled beyond the imag
ination of any one of us who sit here, 
politicians though we may be. 

We must oppose the Communist 
menace both militarily and politically; 
and if we do not realize the political 
menace, we shall wake up to find our
selves surrounded by a Socialist world, 
in Latin America, Europe, Asia, and 
Africa, without a shot being fired. We 
shall then sail the seas and trade with 
other nations only by the permission of 
a stronger power. Let us not for a 
moment discount the ability and 
strength of the Soviet political offensive. 

The pending bill applies both to the 
military and to the political objectives. 
We must not, in the national interest, 
minimize the political purposes and the 
political effectiveness of the bill. We 
may very properly require of the ad
ministration that it give an account of 
the usefulness and effectiveness of the 
bill, and an account of the details of the 
expenditure of the funds provided to it 
for fighting our battle on the political 
front; but let us not cramp the admin
istration. Let us encourage it and sup
port it in its work on this most critical 
aspect of the Communist conquest of the 
world. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MANSFIELD in the chair) • The clerk will 
call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I should like to ask the distin
guished chairman of the committee and 
other members of the committee if they 
desire any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair reminds the Senator that the 
Senate is still in the process of develop
ing a quorum. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I object, 
unless we have an understanding that 
there will be a quorum call thereafter. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. There will 
be quorum calls all during the after
noon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Texas? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. How much 
time remains to the opponents of the 
pending amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. MALONE] has 
exhausted his time. The Senator from 
Texas has 5 minutes remaining. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I should 
like to have a minute or two to tell what 
the amendment is about. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield 2 
minutes to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, in the 
interest of saving time, I shall not ask 
for a yea-and-nay vote on the amend .. 
ment. However, I wish to say that the 
amendment I have offered proposes to 
transfer all available funds already au .. 
thorized and, in addition, the $3,408,000, .. 
000 to be authorized by this bill to the 
National Defense Administrator, to be 
expended in the construction and main
tenance of long-range sonic speed 
bomber fighters and interceptors, guided 
missiles, and atomic-energy-driven sub
marines, including the necessary bases 
and accessories for their efficient opera
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. MALONE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 

send an amendment to the desk and ask 
that it be stated. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President--
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I understand the Senator from In .. 
diana [Mr. JENNER], would like to make 
a motion to recommit the pending bill, 
and would like to make the motion now, 
if it is agreeable to the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is agreeable to 
me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Indiana is recognized. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, I move 
that S. 2090 be recommitted to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, as I understand, the Senator from 
Indiana has 1 hour of debate on his mo
tion, and I control 1 hour of debate in 
opposition to the motion. If it is agree
able to the Senator from Indiana, I 
should like to yield 5 minutes of my time 
to the distinguished Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. YOUNG]. 

Mr. JENNE;R. That is agreeable to 
me. 

MILITARY PAYMENT CERTIFICATES 
IN THE FAR EAST 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, nobody 
has ever seriously claimed that our 
soldiers like to be drafted. If they did 
the volunteer system would be quite suf .. 
ficient to man the services. We have a. 
draft Military Establishment today 
simply because the United States is faced 
by a mortal enemy, the Communist 
Axis, and we have to draft men whether 
they like it or not. 

We all understand this. 
But, Mr. President, I find it hard to 

understand how the United States Gov
ernment can justify drafting a man and 
then sweating him out of part of his pay. 
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It appears that that is exactly what we 
are doing in the Far East-specifically 
in Japan, Korea, and the Philippines. 

My understanding of the situation is 
this: 

American servicemen stationed in 
these three countries are not paid in 
dollars at all. They are paid in a special 
sort of currency known as military pay
ment certificates. 

By United States agreement with each 
of these countries, an American service
man must exchange these military pay
ment certificates for the local currency 
at the official rate of exchange. 

That is to say, despite the fact that a 
black market is flourishing right down 
the street, wherever the serviceman hap
pens to be in these countries, the soldier 
or the sailor cannot swap his dollar pay 
for currency in the black market. It 
would -Obviously be to the soldier's pri
vate and personal advantage to do so, 
but he is not permitted to do it. 

In the first place he is not paid in 
dollars at all. 

In the second place his military pay
ment certificate pay-"monkey money'' 
is the phrase commonly used to describe 
it---can be exchanged only at the officia1 
-rate. I suppose that his allotments for 
back home would be deposited in dollars 
in the United States bank of his choice, 
but I am talking about the portion of 
his pay that he gets in the country in 
which he serves. Since he can only ex
change this certificate money at official 
rates, he loses anywhere from 15 per
cent to 50 percent of this share of his 
pay. 

As I understand, we do this at the de
mand of the countries in question be
ca use they have currency restriction 
laws and are trying to control black
market operations. Of course, by doing 
this we are adding a hidden subsidy to 
those governments, who are only too 
eager to get dollars. To all other forms 
of foreign aid we add this hidden sub
sidy, but, in this instance, we sweat it 
out of a serviceman's pay. 

I am told that $17 million a month is 
spent in Japan in servicemen's pay and 
a considerable share-how much, I can
not guess-goes to buy yen at the official 
rate. 

How much of our military expendi
tures-apart from the pay of personnel
goes through the same operation I do 
not know either, but I am told that the 
United States forces in Japan alone re
quire $50 million worth of yen a month. 

Various accounts are given of the ef
forts of the Government to handle this 
soldier's pay problem. In Korea, for in
stance, the official rate of exchange is 
180 hwan to the dollar. In the open 
market the rate in April, a few weeks 
ago, was somewhere between 750 and 800 
bwan to the dollar. The contrast is 
startling. It is said that in the effort to 
square the situation the United States 
authorities bought Korean money in a 
sort of open market transaction and then 
sold it to United States personnel, as long 
as the supply lasted, at 500 hwan to the 
dollar. This -apparently eased the situ
ation on our people somewhat, but the 
easement did not last long. 

In the case of the Philippines it has 
been contended, I believe, that dollars 

'turned loose on the black market bave 
a tendency to move to Hong Kong and 
from there to the Chinese Communists. 
Nobody wants to add to the Chinese 
Red's stock of dollar exchange, but why 
put the squeeze on American servicemen 
in the process? 
· In substance, I suppose that the sum 
total of our foreign policy these days is 
this: Anything to bolster the free world. 

In the course of this bolstering, we 
send troops around the globe, give money 
and goods to foreign governments, edu
cate alien scholars, train technicians, 
build roads, and do a thousand other 
things at the expense of the American 
taxpayer. If, while doing these other 
things, we accede to the rules of the 
eountries where our forces are stationed 
in respect to currency restriction, then 
it ought to be done on the level. A serv
iceman should get his pay at the open 
market rate of exchange. Let the United 
States Government get this exchange 
openly by direct negotiation with the 
governments of the countries and quit 
this sort of hidden subsidy. 

MUTUAL SECURITY ACT OF 1955 
The Senate resumed the consideration 

of the bill (S. 2090) to amend the Mutual 
Security Act of 1954, and for other pur
poses. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield to the distinguished Senator 
from New York [Mr. LEHMAN]. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, I have 
prepared some remarks on the question 
of foreign aid to Israel and the Middle 
East, but the hour is late. Therefore, I 
ask unanimous consent to have my state
ment printed in the body of the RECORD 
at this point. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
STATEMENT BY SENATOR LEHMAN ON FOREIGN

Am PROGRAM WITH REGARD TO ISRAEL AND 
THE MIDDLE EAST 

We have before us a bill providing forcer
tain military and economic aid to the coun
tries of the free world-to help them help 
themselves build up strength to resist the 
encroachments of communism, to create con
ditions of greater internal stability and to 
discourage aggression from without, and 
when I say aggression, I mean-as we all 
have in mind-the threat of Communist 
aggression. 

I should like to address a few words to the 
situation in the Middle East. This is an 
area to which the American people have, in 
·my judgment, devoted Insufficient attention. 
Less has been said about it and less has been 
thought about it than of most other areas 
of the world. Yet the Middle East is one of 
the most critical areas of the world, in my 
opinion. It is critical in the sense of its 
strategic importance. It is critical in the 
sense of its potentialities for disturbing the 
peace of the world. It is critical also because 
of the tensions which exist there. 

I do not at all agree with all the aspects 
of our present policy in that area. Since the 
present administration took office in 1953, 
the situation in that area has grown worse. 
The 'tensions have increase<!. The dangers 
to world peace have increased. Conflicts 
have increased. 

There· has been some progress and some 
improvement-mostly in the economic 
spb._ere. 'In the · political sphere the most 
marked change has been the improvement 
in relations between England and Egypt as a 

result o! the Suez settlement. Whether this 
represents a real forward step in strengthen
ing the :tree world remains to be seen. lt has 
reduced tension as between Egypt and the 
Western World. 

But the tensions surrounding the little 
democracy of Israel, in the very heart of the 
Middle East, have increased. 

The little democracy that we helped to 
establish-that we were the fust to recog
nize--has survived and even prospers. The 
economic situation of Israel has greatly im
proved, year by year. The help whi-ch Israel 
.has received from outside her borders-some 
of it in the form of governmental aid from 
the United States-reflects itself in the in
creased level of production in that country 
:and in the steady reduction of that country's 
unfavorable trade balance. 

Democracy itself thrives in Israel. In a 
few months there will be an election-a free 
election-a brilliant demonstration of de
mocracy in the midst of a feudalistic area. 
There is no other country in this part of the 
world in which free elections are held-with 
the exception of Turkey-which ls not really 
part of the Middle East. Israe1 is the show
window of democracy in this part of the 
world. It is to our utmost advantage, to our 
greatest self-interest, to preserve and pro
mote the welfare of Israel, the well-being of 
its people, the strength of its democracy. 

But meanwhile our Government has not 
'effectively discouraged the irredentist hopes 
of Israel's Arab neighbors, few of whom dis
guise their desire and expectation that Is
rael will one day-soon perhaps--cease to 
exist. 

While with one hand we have helped Israel 
economically, at the same time we have 
done nothing, or virtually nothing, to really 
discourage the irreconcilable attitude adopt
ed by Israel's neighbors. We have not in-
1.isted that they accept Israel and make peace 
with Israel. 

We have proclaimed a policy of so-ealled 
impartiality which, in the face of facts, is 
something less than impartiality. 

Our attitude has given strength to the 
hope of Israel's neighbors that they may one 
day engage in a second round, without fear 
of reprisal from the United States. 

We have undertaken a program of provid
ing arms for one of the nearby Arab States, 
Iraq. We have been and are shipping arms 
to Iraq. 

I am opposed to this policy. I am opposed 
to it with all my heart. I am opposed to 
any provision of arms to lraq. I do not be
lieve that the provision of arms to any of the 
Arab States strengthens the conditions of 
stability in that area. I do not think it 
strengthens the cause of peace. I do not 
think it enables any of those countries more 
adequately to resist Communist aggression. 
Supplying arms to Arab States can only help 
to upset the balance of strength in that area 
and lead to an arms race. Suell a program 
can only help to endanger the existence of 
Israel. 

But if we are going to continue to furnish 
arms to Iraq.:....as long as we have furnished 
arms to Iraq-I believe strongly that we 
should furnish arms to Israel, too. I be
lieve strongly that we should provide Israel 
with a flat guaranty of her territorial integ
rity. I believe that we should say t.o the 
world that we will defend Israel against 
external aggression. That, in my judgment, 
is an obligation we owe to a sister democ
racy-to a country which holds the hope for 
democracy and for progress in the Middle 
East. 

I note that the bill before us-the for
eign-aid bill--does not provide any specific 
amount for Israel. It provides an amount 
:tor economic aid to the Middle East. I hope 
that our officials will deal justly with Israel. 
I hope that Israel will be given all the eco
nomic aid that her position justifies. I hope 
that economic aid will not be used as a 
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means o! applying polltical pressure to Israel 
in favor of her Arab neighbors. 

I hope that our Government wlll furnish 
Israel a secur~ty guaranty, as I have said, 
and that we will do everything in our power 
to urge the Arab States to enter into perma
nent peaceful relations with Israel. 

I strongly support the Johnson plan !or 
a Jordan River Valley authority to develop 
the potentialities inherent in the Jordan 
River for power and irrigation-for the bene
fit of all the peoples of this area. For spon
soring the study that led to this report and 
for its good support of the whole Johnson 
project, I commend the Department of State. 
Of this aspect of our foreign policy in the 
Middle East, I wholly approve. 

I hope the other aspects of our policy will 
be brought into line with our policy on the 
Johnson plan. I hope we will do everything 
within our power to hold the Arab States 
and Israel together, to call off the Egyptian 
b_lockad~ at the Suez Canal, to ease all pos
sible pomts of tension between Israel and 
her neighbors, to encourage economic inter
change between Israel and her neighbors, 
leading finally to the establishment of peace 
in that area. 

In this way we will best serve the interests 
of the United States. In this way we will 
best serve the cause of peace, strength, and 
world security. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
de~t. I yield 3 minutes to the distin
gmshed Senator from Florida [Mr. HoL
LANDL 

PERSONAL STATEMENT BY SEN
ATOR HOLLAND 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President I wish 
to speak briefly to a paint of personal 
privilege. 

Yesterday morning, Mr. Drew Pear
son, in his column Washington Merry
Go-Round, made a completely false re
port to the effect that the distinguished 
Representative from Michigan, Mr. 
GEORGE DONDERO, and I engaged in a 
petty w!angle as to who would present 
t? President Somoza, of Nicaragua, a 
gift ~hich had been sent to him by Vice 
President NIXON. This incident was al
leged to have occurred during the visit 
to Central America recently made by a 
congressional delegation in connection 
with the dedication of two new links in 
the Inter-American Highway. 

I note that Representative DONDERO 
made an effective reply to the false re
port contained in the Pearson column 
which reply is reported on page 7383 of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of yesterday. 
I also note that Mr. DoNDERO attached 
to his statement letters from two other 
Representatives who were present dur
ing the trip to Central America namely 
Representative ToM STEED, of Oklahoma: 
and Representative GEORGE H. FALLON, 
of Maryland. The statement of Mr. 
DoNDERO and the letters of Mr. STEED and 
Mr. FALLON correctly reflect the situa
tion which was falsely reported by Mr. 
Pearson. Mr. DoNDERO and I each re
quested the other to speak for all of us 
in presenting Vice President NIXON'S 
gift to President Somoza, and the at
mosphere of complete good will and 
mutual accord which was present on 
that occasion was also present through
out our visit to Central America. 

It was disappointing, however, to find 
Mr. Pearson so completely irresponsible 

in reporting a matter which, while small 
in itself, was part of a successful non
partisan effort to build greater good 
will between our country and our neigh
bors in Central America and to give 
greater impetus to the early completion 
of the Inter-American Highway. 

The trip to Central America was or
ganized by the Departments of State and 
Commerce in the effort to build greater 
friendship in the Central American area, 
and to help speed the highway to com
pletion. The Members of Congress who 
made the trip were the invited guests of 
the Departments of State and Commerce 
and were also designated to represent 
the several committees of the two Houses 
of Congress which are charged with han
dling the Inter-America Highway. The 
two new links of the highway which 
were dedicated are in highly sensitive 
locations, one at the border between Nic
aragua and Costa Rica, where bloody 
violence raged but a few months ago 
and the other in Guatemala, where only 
recently communism has been forcibly 
replaced by a Democratic administration 
which is friendly to the United States 
and which has the active support of ali 
the republics of the Western Hemi
sphere. 

The uniformly friendly reaction to our 
visit extended by the Latin-American 
press and by the public in the three 
friendly nations most directly affected 
that is, Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and 
Guatemala, showed clearly that our mis
sion had succeeded in accomplishing 
good results. I have already made an 
informal report of our visit which is 
printed on pages 6452-6455 of the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD of Tuesday, May 17, 
1955. It is unfortunate that Mr. Pear
son, alone, in his typically destructive 
manner, should have engaged in what 
appears to be a deliberate effort to false
ly picture members of the delegation as 
engaged in petty bickering, when, as a 
matter of fact, the delegation performed 
its mission without friction of any kind 
and with the single-minded purpose of 
performing a worthwhile service to the 
cause of inter-American unity and soli
darity. 

Mr. President, in closing, I cannot 
speak. too highly of the completely con
structive, cooperative, patriotic and 
warmly friendly attitude which w~s un
failingly manifested throughout our 
mission by each of the able Members of 
the House of Representatives who was a 
member of our delegation, namely: Mr. 
GEORGE A. DONDERO, of Michigan; Mr. 
GEORGE H. FALLON, of Maryland; Mr. 
WALT HORAN, of Washington; Mr. WALTER 
NORBLAD, of Oregon; and Mr. TOM STEED, 
of Oklahoma. 

I thank the distinguished majority 
leader. 

MUTUAL SECURITY ACT OF 1955 
The Senate resumed the consideration 

of the bill (S. 2090) to amend the Mu
tual Security Act of 1954, and for other 
purpases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. JENNER] to recommit 
the bill. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, there 
has just been called to my attention a 
press release with reference to the con
ference between Tito and representa
tives of the Kremlin. It is quite a long 
release, but I think it may be of interest 
to the Senate, since we are discussing 
mutual-security funds. Tito will receive 
some of these funds. I do not know how 
much, and I do not think anyone else 
knows. The release says: 

The declaration was read to a press con
ference of some 150 newspaper correspond
ents. It contained no really concrete recom
mendations, although it was 2,000 words long. 

It did recommend that-
1. Communist China "receive its legiti

mate representation in the United Nations" 
and that its "legitimate rights" on Formosa 
should be "satisfied." 

Mr. President, I am sure that there are 
Senators present who would want to in
crease aid to Tito. 

In the Mutual Security Act of 1955, 
the Congress is confronted with a pro
posal for the spending of $3,530,000,000 
of our earnings, for foreign nations. 

Before voting any such fund, the Mem
bers of this body are bound by their sol
emn oath to consider certain facts. 

The Members of Congress know that 
they have, in fact, lost the legislative 
power. 

The nonelected officials of the execu
tive branch draft most of the legislation, 
and even build up the public support for 
it. 

The members of our committees work 
hard, but their time is spent usually in 
making changes in details of the execu
tive department's proposals. 

So long as the executive branch has 
2 ½ million employees and the Congress 
has a few thousands, that practice will 
continue, though it is contrary to the 
Constitution. 

There still remain, however, some 
powers which the Congress cannot dele
gate, without loss of all right to exist. 

. 9ongress cannot escape full responsi .. 
b1hty for raising and equipping the 
Armed Forces. 

It must draft American youth if they 
are called to serve in their country's 
Armed Forces. 
· And Congress cannot escape full re
sponsibility when it takes by compulsion 
part of the earnings of our people to give 
them to governmental agencies. 

Thr~ugh the power of the purse, Con
gress 1s responsible for the right of 
Americans to keep what they earn and 
spend it as they wish. 

No part of the earnings of a free peo
ple can be taken from them and used for 
Government activities unless such diver
sion is an absolute necessity. 

Congress alone is the judge. 
Congress cannot permit the executive 

branch to decide how much money it 
would like. to take from our people, and 
spend for its own ends. 

That is the sign of arbitrary govern .. 
ment. 

We cannot forget that respansibility 
unless we are willing to surrender oul: 
rights and duties as a coordinate branch 
of a government limited by a constitu .. 
tion. 

The Members of this body cannot vote 
three and a half billions of the earnings 
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of our people, to be spent to help ·for• 
eign nations, without considering the 
fallowing basic facts: 

First. The executive branch will have 
on hand as of June 30, 1955, the sum of 
$8,828,000,000 appropriated for mutual 
security activities, but not yet spent. 

That is enough for 3 years work. 
s~cond. The sum we are asked to vote 

this year will be largely for expenditures 
3 or 4 years from now-unless the rate 
of spending is to be greatly stepped up. 

But spending in fiscal 1958 is the re
sponsibility of a Congress not yet elected. 

We are committing a Congress, not yet 
elected, to expenditures on a program 
conceived years ago, which they may or 
may not be willing or able to continue. 

The Constitution expressly forbids one 
Congress to bind another Congress not 
yet elected. 

If we ignore that prohibition, we are 
saying that elections do not matter. 

We are saying that American people 
are no longer sovereign. 

Third. The American Government is 
operating this year with an expected 
deficit of $3 billion or more. 

This authorization for $3 ½ billion, 
above the agency's present $8.8 billion, 
which is unexpended, is approximately 
equal to the current deficit. 

Meanwhile, the foreign nations we 
have aided are balancing their budgets 
and cutting taxes. 

Fourth. The cumulative debt of the 
United States is now nearing $280 billion. 

We have reached the stage where we 
are borrowing money to pay the interest 
on 20 years of riotous giving. 

If we add new billions to the deficit in 
a year of peace and record prosperity, 
what is the outlook for our financial 
stability in a war or an economic de
pression? 

I need not remind you, Mr. President, 
that, in addition to the formal debt, we 
have contingent liabilities for homes, 
farms, business loans, and social-security 
credits, which add an untold number of 
billions to our fiscal responsibilities. 

We know the Soviet theorists have 
always counted on destroying our econ
omy as a means of weakening our mili
tary potential. 

Are we certain that this huge increase 
in our national debt in peacetime is not 
in itself a serious military hazard? 

The Soviet strategists will know only 
too well how to take advantage of such 
weakness. 

Fifth. In 1948 when the program for 
gifts to foreign nations was started, we 
were told in the most solemn fashion, 
by Mr. Acheson, General Marshall, Sen
ator Connally, and other advocates, that 
this was an emergency effort, to carry 
Europe over the tribulations of war 
devastation, and that it would last, at 
most, 4 years. 

This morning I made reference to the 
fact that Harold Stassen had said that 
foreign aid had now become a perma
nent part of our Government's policy. I 
think the Senator from Kentucky said 
he had asked the question, and that 
Mr. Stassen had replied, "Well, as long 
as 'the great problem of communism con
fronts us." 

But that was not what Mr. Stassen 
said. Let me quote what he said: 

The time when foreign aid was an emer
gency program is a thing of the past. It 
has shown its success, and we must now 
regard it as an integral, permanent part o:f 
our policy. 

Now we are asked to appropriate for 
3 years ahead to what will be the 10th 
year of operations. 

We are informed by Mr. Stassen that 
the program is a permanent part of our 
foreign policy, and that foreign spend
ing will never be abandoned. 

Sixth. The foreign spending program 
was quietly extended from Europe to 
European colonies in Asia, then to Asian 
nations, and next year, in fairness, it 
will have to be extended to Africa. 

I suppose we shall have to extend aid 
to Mars and Venus as soon as we perfect 
our rockets and space ships. 

Is Congress here voting a commitment 
to carry on indefinitely the spending of 
perhaps three billions a year for the 
benefit of foreign nations? 

Are the American people ready, will
ing, and able to promise three and a half 
billions a year to support the economy 
and the military establishments of 50 
or more nations? 

It is cruel and unjust to make promises 
to other nations which we may not be 
able to perform. 

It is the ultimate stupidity in foreign 
policy. 

Seventh. What is the military strategy 
implicit in this proposal for financial 
support for other nations? 

That is, perhaps, the most important 
question of all. 

The American people have always un
derstood the underlying strategic pat
tern of their national defense from the 
days of Indian fighting and the early 
years of the Republic, when sailing ships 
could win our wars, to the later years 
when we needed a complete theory of 
seapower and bases for seapower in the 
age of steam. 

They knew Billy Mitchell and Charles 
Lindbergh heralded the new air age. 

Does anyone know the military theory 
on which this mutual security program 
rests for its results? 

It is not right or proper to conceal the 
Nation's basic strategy of survival from 
its people. 

Grand strategy cannot be kept from 
the enem:Y. 

It must not be kept from Americans. 
Eighth. The mutual security program 

obviously has not won for us any addi
tional air bases. 

Mutual security was proposed in mid-
1947 and debated all during the fateful 
year when the Soviet Union was plan
ning the final attack by the Red Chinese 
on the Nationalist Government of free 
China. 

But let us recall why American secu .. 
rity was so deeply involved in the civil 
war in China. 

The northern border of China is in 
contact, over almost the entire width of 
Asia, with the southern border of Siberia. 

Air bases in north China would have 
been air bases a few :flying minutes from 
the industrial heart of Soviet Russia, 
from the steel and machinery plants 

Stalin erected in the Siberian wastes to 
protect them from invasion through 
Europe. 

With China free and strong the back 
door to Russia was wide open. 

'I'he Russians never forgot their dan
ger for a moment. 

China in the hands of the Nationalists 
meant that American planes could be 
based a stone's throw from the Soviet 
Union1s munitions industry. · 

American armies were already operat
ing on the mainland. 

The American Navy had a strong naval 
base at Tsingtao in the north, opposite 
Korea. 

How well the Communists would have 
behaved without any mutual security 
spending, if only we had held onto those 
friendly air bases along the rim of Red 
Siberia. 

It is very curious that the American 
people were seduced into abandoning 
their friendly allies on the Soviet border, 
in the very year when mutual security 
was started. 

The newspapers did not tell us the 
real issue. 

They fed us intellectual sleeping pills, 
political hasheesh, about the Red Chi
nese agrarian reformers. 

It is very curious that Secretary Ache
son should have shifted the discussion 
of American security from Asia to Eu
rope in those critical years. 

We lost the chance to have friendly 
air bases in north China. 

We were not permitted to accept the 
off er of bases in Spain, a near island, 
protected by her Pyrenees. 

We were given air bases in England 
and France which we could have had 
equally well, without mutual aid 
spending. 

Ninth. The mutual security program 
was obviously not designed to protect 
our security against atomic attack. 

The richest prize of uranium ore fell 
to the Soviet Union when it was given 
East Germany at Yalta. 

That enabled the Soviet Government 
to obtain a contract from the Socialist 
Government of Czechoslovakia for its 
valuable uranium mines. 

Soviet Russia obtained its atom sci
entists when we approved forced labor 
for the Germans at Potsdam. 

The loss of China meant the building 
of atom plants in Sinkiang, west China, 
that desert area which is the farthest 
spot on the globe from reach of our 
planes. 

We hear a great deal of talk, at pres
ent, about protection against atomic war\ 
but the best protection would have been 
to keep China and Czechoslovakia out 
of the hands of the Communists, and to 
protect the German scientists from en
slavement. 
. I do not wish to dwell on past mis

takes, except as they are significant in 
the present. 

We totally missed the military issues 
in 1947 and 1948 when we started mutual 
aid-ERP. 

I wish to be sure we are not equally 
blind to our military situation today. 

Tenth. This program obviously does 
not rest on the military strategy of win
ning allies with fighting hearts. 
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· The Koreans are held down to a 2- or 

3-day supply of ammunition. 
Remember, our :fighting men will pay 

the penalty if the Communists suddenly 
attack through North Korea, as General 
Chennault predicts, and the Koreans 
cannot return their fire. 

The Nationalists have not been given 
jet :fighters equal to the Communist 
planes being assembled oppasite Que
moy. They are not being given weapans 
of attack and amphibious equipment. 

What a silly theory, that they must 
wait, like sitting ducks, until the Com
munists hit them, and never, never, never 
hit the Communists on the mainland. 

Free China is bound hand and foot 
by a treaty which says, in effect, that 
she cannot defend her own people on the 
mainland unless the United Nations-in
cluding Soviet Russia-is willing to sup
port her. 

In her defense treaty with us, Free · 
China is not to attack the mainland ex
cept with our consent. 

Under the U. N. Charter, we are for
bidden to start a move against anyone 
for any reason unless it has the approval 
of the U. N., which includes Red Russia, 
with the veto. That puts Free China 
in a neatly constructed boobytrap, in 
which it cannot move against Red China 
unless Red Russia approves. 

What does this arrangement mean to 
our security? 

It means that America will stand by, 
idle, while the Red Chinese take over, 
one by one, the remaining islands off the 
China coast. Then the Reds will be 
completely free to move arms and sup
plies up and down the coast of Asia at 
their own sweet will. 

We must stand idle while they render 
homeless an army of 500,000 free Chi
nese, eager to fight Communists in de
fense of their own homes. This dis
mantling of this free Chinese rampart 
against Communist advance in the Pa
cific will bring the Communists one 
critical step nearer to Pearl Harbor and 
California. 

When the barriers in the western Pa
cific are no longer manned by free 
Chinese, new barriers will have to be 
set up in short order,- manned by 
Americans. 

This foreign aid program does not 
solve the strategic problem of Vietnam. 
Oh, yes, the bill provides many millions 
in aid · to the Vietnamese, but what 
is that aid to be? Is it to be almost 
everything they really need? Is it to be 
guns without ammunition or tanks with
out parts? Or defense weapans like 
those we gave poor little Korea in 1950, 
which consisted of light weapons and 
$200 worth of bailing wire, and also gave 
Formosa more recently? 

The newspapers are filled with dismal 
reports of conditions in Vietnam. Po
litical influence is- split between French 
and Vietnamese, between the emperor 
and the premier, between supporters of 
Premier Diem and supporters of various 
sects. The Communists have left their 
soldiers, without uniforms, · in the vil
lages to form local guerrilla forces m 
free areas, as they did in China. 

The small Vietnamese army, being 
slowly trained and equipped by the · 

Americans, will perhaps be able to hold 
the cities, but certainly cannot cope with 
the planned uprisings in the villages 
which will occur before the time for 
nationwide elections next year. 

That is a dismal, hopeless picture, is it 
not, my friends? 

The answer is "No." It is not dismal. 
It is not hopeless. 

The answer to the confusion in Indo
china is to be found in Washington, in 
the curious absence of a national stra
tegic policy. 

The right strategic policy for defense 
of Vietnam is not hard to find, even 
through the obscurity of the propaganda 
fog. 

The only sound military policy, to save 
Indochina from planned Red conquest, 
is to equip the soldiers of Chiang Kai
shek with a model air force, including 
the best jet planes, and with the best 
amphibious · equipment our industries 
can produce. They will keep the Red 
Chinese in order. 

Free China is held down by its mutual 
defense treaty with us, which, as I have 
just stated, prevents her from moving 
onto the mainland unless Red Russia 
consents. 

But that treaty does not mean merely 
the permanent enslavement of the 
Chinese. It means the permanent en
slavement of the people of Indochina, 
because the Nationalist Chinese could 
keep the Red armies so busy they could 
not supply Ho Chih Minh. It may mean 
the enslavement of the rest of Korea, or 
the recall of our men to service if the 
Free Chinese cannot hold the Red di
visions from rushing north to Korea, as 
they did in 1950-51. 

When the Chinese Reds strike at Viet
nam next year, we shall hear demands 
from Government officials that we send 
American forces into Vietnam. We 
shall have loud protests from our allies 
that we must not help because that might 
start a world war. 

We shall have another carefully dram
atized Dien Bien Phu, to show, in an 
atmosphere of heroics, that it is impos
sible to stop the Reds. Then we shall 
have more wringing of hands by our 
officials because more millions of free 
people are going behind the Iron Cur
tain. 

The Red Chinese will shoot in cold 
blood most of the 700,000 refugees from 
north Vietnam whom our Navy trans
ported to the south, if the pitiful refu
gees do not first kill themselves. 

The blame for our stupidity and weak
ness will be trumpeted all over Asia,· 
while our officials say, "We couldn't do 
anything. Our allies would not let us· 
help, because a little show of courage 
might start a world war." 

If this sounds familiar, it is where 
we came in, in Vietnam, a year ago, 
Let us not be fooled if that act is played 
out before us again, Mr. President. The 
time to stop Red China's 1956 invasion 
of Vietnam is now. 

The place is in Washington, and the 
means have long been pointed out by 
our best military men, and I refer to 
men like .Van Fleet, Clark, Chennault, 
and Radford, 

We must establish a peaceful block
ade of the Red China coast until every 
American held by the Chinese is freed, 
and Red China learns once more to re
spect the American flag, without any 
''please" from a secretary of the U. N. 

Big news. Four American fliers were 
freed just yesterday by Red China. Big 
news. Red China held those boys, in 
violation of the peace negotiated at Pan
munjom. Where are the other Ameri
can fliers who have been imprisoned by 
Red China? What has happened to this 
country? 

We must equip Nationalist forces to 
threaten the Reds with amphibious 
guerrilla attacks at times and places of 
their own choosing. 

The Nationalist Government of China 
reports that Chinese Communist publi
cations admit famine has now spread to 
half of mainland China. 

The Communists estimate that 180 
million mainland Chinese are suffering 
from hunger. Starvation is widespread, 
not in the cities, but among farmers. 
That can mean only one thing. The 
government's forcible grain collections 
must be so severe that they take from the 
farmers the very food they need to live. 
We are witnessing all over again the 
cruel Soviet famine from forced collecti
vization of the farmers. Reparts say 
farmers are selling or abandoning their 
farms. 

What does that little fact mean? It is 
as grim, Mr. President, as any death's 
head. It means that famine will be 
greater next year. 

Is this the time for appeasement, Mr. 
President? Is this the time to buy the . 
good will of anti-Communist nations, 
while we meekly accept the abuse of 
Chou En-lai? 

We know from students of Soviet poli
tics that the Russian leaders are not 
happy over the threat of Red China 10 
or 20 years from now. They are not 
going to give the Red Chinese the arms 
and equipment with which to make 
themselves the fighting leaders of all 
Asia. 

It is ·a safe forecast that the Chinese 
Reds cannot today produce their own 
arms, and they will not long continue to 
get them from Red Russia, unless they 
learn humility. It is true that Red 
China is building up a vast and threaten
ing arms concentration oppcsite Quemoy. 
But that is the typical Communist strat• 
egy, By concentrating planes and guns 
in that area of high visibility, they keep 
all the capitals of the world in a state of 
jitters, for fear a world war might break 
out. The Red Chinese believe that if 
they are allowed to attack, they will get 
Formosa. If they are not allowed to 
attack, they will get Formosa by another 
Yalta. If they do not get Formosa just 
yet, they will have had the fun of keep
ing the world in turmoil and spreading 
fear and appeasement. 

This is bogey-man stuff, Mr. President. : 
It should frighten children, but it should 
not frighten adults. 

The air bases oppasite Formosa are 
Red China's showcase. Obviously the 
Red Chinese are going to put their best 
planes and guns at the spot where the 
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whole world is looking. But we cannot 
build our national defense on such tricks. 

Mr. President, why do we never ask 
ourselves the right questions? How 
much airpower do the Red Chinese have 
in places where we are not looking? Do 
they have effective control of south 
China, of west China, of the country
side? Or is everything they possess kept 
on display in Manchuria, in North Ko
rea, and near Amoy, so we shall be hyp
notized with fear? Are south and west 
China the soft underbelly of the Chinese 
mainland seething with rebellion? I be
lieve they are, Mr. President. I believe 
that the proof of this fact lies in the way 
the propaganda of the pro-Communists 
is skillfully directed to make us scared 
to death of Red China, without asking 
questions. I believe that the propaganda 
designed to put Nationalist China under 
wraps is all the proof we need that Red 
China is tottering from internal rebel
lion. It is totally unable to resist a prop
erly planned pincers squeeze, with no 
risk of war. 

I repeat, Mr. President, we have no 
military defense of the free world in 
Asia. Does any Member of this body 
seriously believe that spending untold 
billions of dollars will achieve security 
for the United States, if it is tied to such 
folly? 

I repeat that a military strategy is 
available to us, as of now. It includes 
only the two simple steps: American 
arms and training for nations in Asia, 
and an American peaceful blockade of 
the China coast until all our men are 
released and until the Red Chinese learn 
international manners. 

I am not a military expert, Mr. Presi
dent. I have never attempted to act 
like one. 
· I say that our military security plan

ning is hamstrung by an administrative 
monstrosity. I say the security, perhaps 
the very survival, of the United States, 
depends on our ability to rescue our 
military planning from the global wel
fare boondoggling confusion into which 
it has been locked. 

Our spending in Europe has left us 
almost as vulnerable as we are in Asia. 

Austria has just committed herself to 
a neutralist policy. But neutralism is 
not neutrality. A nation which is neu
tral retains its sovereign right to go to 
war with either side. A nation which 
is neutralist has surrendered its sover
eignty. It cannot go to the aid of neigh
bor nations, no matter how shocking 
the attack made against them. 

Germany was outraged at the Aus
trian treaty. She was surprised and 
angry at the clause which for bids re
turn of German property above a mini .. 
mum so low that it means all German 
industrial and financial property there 
is lost. The German Minister at Vienna 
was hastily recalled home, and then went 
on a long vacation. 

The senior Senator from California 
[Mr. KNowLAND] has warned us that 
Soviet Russia plans a belt of neutralist 
states from Sweden to the Mediter
ranean. The Soviet leaders will persist 
until they have set up, if they can, a 
circle of neutralist states in Europe, in 
the Near East, and across south Asia to 

Japan. All these neutralist states are 
subtracted from the free world. No one 
talks seriously of a belt of neutralist 
states including Poland, the other So
viet satellites in Europe, and Red China. 
But our danger is greater than that. 
The Soviet Russian plan for a belt of 
neutralist states really means the Soviet 
Union has invented a new kind of satel
lite. These neutralist states will never 
resist the Soviet Union, no matter what 
it does. They will never be able to do 
so. 

What has all our mutual defense 
spending done to protect us against this 
subtle expansion of the Soviet Union? 
What has it done to unite the two parts 
of dismembered Germany? What, Mr. 
President, in simple terms, is the mili
tary strategy on which our mutual se .. 
curity spending rests? 

Is there the slightest reason to think 
we have learned anything since 1947-48, 
when this global spending plan began? 

I repeat that the barriers to a strategy 
for our national security lie not in 
Peking, or London, or Paris, but in 
Washington. They are embedded in the 
treaties and agreements for mutual de
fense and in the governmental machin
ery for control of military aid. 

Our spending is not geared to any 
plan for our security as a Nation. It is 
an insult to the intelligence of the Amer .. 
ican people to speak of military aid as 
if it were a label to be pasted on a pack
age, regardless of the contents. 

I have pointed out, in a speech with 
the title "Let Us Safeguard America 
First" that our military planning has 
been hamstrung since Harry Hopkins 
decided in 1939 that welfare was "small 
potatoes'' and that in foreign Policy and 
military policy he would meet such in-
teresting people. · 

Harry Hopkins controlled our military 
policy through international agencies for 
control of munitions assignment. Dean 
Acheson took over and exercised the 
same predominance through misuse of 
the doctrine of civilian control. 

Now, Harold Stassen controls much of 
our military policy through the FOA, to
gether with the international-minded 
lawyers in the Defense Department. 

Two of these international-minded 
lawyers have recently departed from our 
midst, namely, Mr. John Adams and Mr. 
Struve Hensel. 

But we cannot be too happy about that 
small gain, because Mr. Stassen has re
cently elevated himself to a new posi
tion, at the summit of the summit, from 
which he will have more control over our 
military policy than ever before. 

Have you noticed, Mr. President, what 
very interesting fields of activity Mr. 
Stassen will control in that attractive
sounding new position, the Secretary for 
Peace? 

Mr. Stassen will have control of 
"peaceful" uses of atomic energy, includ
ing the training of foreign experts, but 
note this little fact. There is no essential 
difference between the knowledge ac
quired for peaceful use of atomic energy, 
and military uses of such energy, There 
is certainly no difference in the first 85 
percent of the technology, 

So Mr. Stassen is now to train foreign 
scientists and technicians, including 

those from Iron Curtain countries; in at 
least 85 percent of the knowledge essen .. 
tial for military uses of atomic energy, 

What part will our professional mm .. 
tary men and our Cabinet Secretary for 
Defense play in these very, very danger .. 
ous activities? 

Mr. Stassen is also to be responsible 
for disarmament. But "disarmament" is 
another field of action filled with danger 
to our national security, The American 
plan for U. N. limitation of atomic weap
ons was worked out by Dean Acheson and 
David Lilienthal. It presupposes our 
willingness to submit our basic decisions 
of national security to the U. N., which 
includes the Soviet Union, to permit full 
inspection of our defense and atomic 
plans, and to trust that full inspection 
will be carried out honestly with respect 
to our potential enemies. 

We were saved from imposition of that 
dangerous plan, for a world-control of 
our Military Establishment, only by the 
Soviet veto. 

Is the new disarmament program to 
start from the old concept? Will our 
Military Establishment and our military 
security be even more tightly locked into 
U. N. and subject to decisions by a world 
body in which Communist power is para
mount by reason of the veto? 

Will our Defense Department and our 
professional military men be free to op .. 
pose such a potential danger? Will they 
be free to propose quite different plans? 

In his third activity, Mr. Stassen is 
apparently to direct the new program 
for aid to Asia. But that, too, is com
petitive with our military security. 

Aid to Asia belongs with the schemes 
to stop the onrush of communism in the 
free world by spending money for a world 
WPA in needy areas. Is that a tried and 
tested basis for our national security, 
Mr. President? 

Our military establishment is under a 
Secretary of cabinet rank whose pow
ers and duties are set down in statute 
law. Mr. Stassen will operate with funds 
and agents we cannot see. He will be 
handicapped by no statutory restrictions 
on his powers or his funds. I am very 
doubtful whether any agency operating 
under statutory restrictions can compete 
with him. 

You may tell me, Mr. President, that 
Mr. Stassen is leaving the mutual se
curity program, but I am not sure. This 
may be only a strategic retreat. 

It looks to me strikingly like the way 
in which Harry Hopkins separated him
self from lend-lease and gave it to Mr. 
Stettinius. Senators will recall that cir
cumstance. 

But we did not notice that Hopkins 
gave Stettinius all the areas of lend
lease which he wanted Congress and the 
public to see. He kept to himself, vast, 
indefinite, and secret powers which have 
distorted our foreign and military poli• 
cies to this very day. 

Mr. Stassen tells us he has teams of 
experts from the State Department, the 
Department of Defense, and the Atomic 
Energy Commission working for him. 

This is an appropriation, Mr. Presi
dent, as truly as if it were made by Con
gress. The President has general funds 

.and secret funds from which he can give 
Mr. Stassen what he needs. 
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He is asking for a special fund of $100 

million in this bill. The President's 
fund of $200 million for Asian develop
ment is subject to only slight limitation. 

To sum up, Mr. President, this appro
priation of more than $3 billion is a 
financial hazard in the present state of 
our budget. I have said that I cannot 
find that this expenditure would contrib
ute in any way to our military security. 

So far as I can find, from long and 
diligent research, this mutual security 
program has seriously interfered with 
our national security by tying our de
fense planning into knots which in turn 
bind it close to U. N., including the Soviet 
Union. 

I have said that the new Secretary of 
Peace, who is to administer some of the 
funds here appropriated, has three new 
programs, each and all of which pose 
new dangers to our security by tying 
our military operations more tightly into 
world agencies which operate above our 
law. 

We are responsible in this body for 
raising and supporting the Armed Forces 
needed to defend our country. 

We are responsibile for devising ad
ministrative machinery which will 
strengthen, not weaken, our security. 

I believe we cannot in conscience vote 
for this vague, indefinite, potentially 
dangerous bill. 

Therefore, I propose, Mr. President, 
that S. 2090 be recommitted to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations and the 
Committee on Armed Services, with the 
request that they report two separate 
bills. 

One bill should assign all funds and 
powers which relate to defense and to 
military security, to tlie Secretary for 
Defense, who is a Cabinet officer with 
statutory authority, so that we ca.n see 
whether his responsibility is discharged. 

The second bill should assign all other 
funds and powers to the Secretary of 
state, a Cabinet officer with statutory 
power, so that we, as the representatives 
of the people, can see whether his re
sponsibilities are discharged, or to some 
other official, whose agency and whose 
powers and duties are defined in the 
statute law. 

This idea of a personal government 
cannot be tolerated. We saw it under 
Harry Hopkins. I have had enough of it. 

The Mutual Security Agency is not 
short of funds. There will be no delay if 
the bill is recommitted and if, then, the 
committees report two bills, one relating 
to the defense and security of the United 
States, and the other to aid. Let us not 
handicap entirely the military defense 
and security of our country in a world
boondoggling, give-away program. What 
delay would there be if two bills were 
reported from the two committees which 
are supposed to be acquainted with this 
very important subject? It could not 
hurt anyone. Almost $9 billion in un
spent funds are availa.ble. It would take 
2 or 3 years to spend that amount of 
money. The Mutual Security Agency is 
not short of funds. 

Congress can properly ask for more 
time in which to draft a better bill for an 
agency which has a backlog of nearly 
nine billions. 

Congress must, I believe, ask for time 
to draft a better bill for the protection 
of the military security of the United 
States. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, if it is agreeable to the Senator 
from Indiana, and if he will yield back 
his remaining time-

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Texas yield me about 4 
minutes before he yields back the re
mainder of his time? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Does the 
Senator from Maryland desire to speak 
on the motion to recommit? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; I do not. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The Senator 

from Indiana desires to have a quorum 
call and a yea-and-nay vote on his mo
tion to recommit, and I am trying to ac
commodate him. A number of other 
Senators wish to offer amendments to the 
bill. If we could have a vote on the 
motion to recommit, the Senator from 
Maryland could obtain some time from 
other Senators who will offer amend
ments, if that is agreeable to him. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is agreeable to me. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD at this point the article to which 
I referred in my speech. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
STASSEN'S -VIEW-FOREIGN AID REGARDED AS 

FIXED POLICY 

(By Henry Raymont) 
Harold E. Stassen, retiring foreign-aid di

rector, said yesterday that old time conserva
tive capitalism in the United States has 
evolved into a "peoples' capitalism" shared 
by all. 

This, he said, has confounded the Commu
nists. 

He also said in an exclusive interview that 
the most significant development in the post
war idealogical struggle between the Commu
nist and capitalistic philosophies is that the 
free world is well ahead of the Communist 
nations in providing a better life for the 
average man. 

To maintain this advantage, he continued, 
the United States must press forward with 
its program of economic cooperation with 
Asia and Latin America as a permanent fea
ture of its foreign policy. 

"The time when foreign aid was an emer
gency program is a thing of the past," he 
asserted. "It has shown its success and we 
must now regard it as an integral, perma
nent part of our policy." 

Stassen formally surrenders his foreign aid 
post June 30, and at the request of President 
Eisenhower, will devote all his energies to 
developing basic United States disarmament 
policy. 

Beginning with the Marshall plan, Stassen 
recalled that the United States embarked on 
an "honest effort to share its wealth and 
power with the free nations of the world." 

He said that through its enlightened post
war policies, both under Democratic and Re
publican administrations, the United States 
has helped bring about these conditions: 

Europe is in the midst of an unprecedented 
~ndustrial upsurge. 

Asia ls making tremendous progress in 
expanding food production. 

Latin America has made vast strides in de
veloping natural resources and stabilizing 
monetary policies. 

Plans are forming to begin more elemen
tary forms of economic aid to Africa. 

Meanwhile he saw the Communist nations 
suffering severe economic setbacks. He cited 

the internal convulsions of the Soviet 
Union-which resulted in the Kremlin 
shakeup-and pointed out that Russia has 
had to import sugar for home consumption. 

Likewise, he said, Communist China is 
suffering grave food shortages. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, I yield 
back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. How much 
time is remaining in opposit:on? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty
nine minutes remain to the opposition to 
·the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I suggest the absence of a quorum, 

· and I ask unanimous consent that the 
time be taken out of my time on the 
motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The Secre
tary will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield 1 
minute to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, with 
regard to the motion of the Senator from 
Indiana, I merely wish to say, that the 
Committee on Foreign Relations made a 
long and thorough study of the subject. 
It studied the recommendations of the 
highest ranking military authorities of 
our Nation and of all the civilian author
ities from the President down. The bill 
represents the best judgment of the com
mittee as a whole. I do not believe any
thing could be gained by having the bill 
recommitted. 

Furthermore, it is my understanding 
that the Committee on Armed Services, 
by a vote of the committee, decided that 
it did not care to have the bill referred to 
it after the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions had completed its work on it. 
Therefore I urge most strongly, and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations urges 
most strongly, that the motion be re
jected. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, how much time remains to my 
side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty
four minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I under
stand the Senator from Indiana desires 
to have the yeas and nays on his motion. 

Mr. JENNER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. JENNER] 
to recommit the bill. All time has been 
yielded back; the yeas and nays have 
been ordered and the Secretary will call 
the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce 

that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ], the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CLEMENTS], the Senator from Ar
kansas [Mr. FuLBRIGHT], the senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. GORE], the Senator 
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from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN], the Senator NOT VOTING-18 
from Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN], and Allott Clements Malone 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Bender Flanders McClellan 
O'MAHONEY] are absent on official busi.:. ~~'::~!rt i~~right ~.~~ney 
ness. Case, s. Dak. Hayden Schoeppel 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Chavez Kennedy Watkins 
KENNEDY] is necessarily absent. So Mr. JENNER'S motion to recommit 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. MuR- was not agreed to. 
RAY] is absent by leave of the Senate to Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I offer an 
attend the International Labor Organi- amendment which I ask to have read. 
zation meeting in Geneva, Switzerland. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

On this vote the Senator from Ken- clerk will state the amendment offered 
tucky [Mr. CLEMENTS] is paired with the by the junior Senator from Louisiana. 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. MALONE]. If The CmEF CLERK. At the end of the 
present and voting, the Senator from bill it is proposed to add a new section, 
Kentucky would vote "nay," and the as follows: 
Senator from Nevada would vote "yea." SEC. 12. Notwithstanding the foregoing 

I further announce that, if present provisions of this act, such provisions shall 
and voting, the Senator from Arkansas not be conStrued to authorize the appropria
[Mr. FuLBRIGHT] • the Senator from tion for the fiscal year 1956, for the purposes 

of titles I, II, and IV of the Mutual Security 
Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY], the Sen- Act of 1954, as amended, of amounts (exclu
ator from Montana [Mr. lVIURRAY], and sive of unexpended ba1ances of prior appro
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. priations authorized to be continued avail
O'MAHONEY] would each vote "nay." able under such provisions) aggregating in 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that excess of $2,918,040,000. 

the Senator from Colorado [Mr. AL
LOTT], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BEN
DER], and the senator from Nevada [Mr. 
MALONE] are absent on official business. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
ScHOEPPEL] are absent by leave of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WAT
KINS] is absent on official business for 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART] and the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. FLANDERS] are detained on official 
business. 

If present and voting, the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. ALLOTT], the Sena
tor from Ohio [Mr. BENDER], the Sen
ator from Vermont [Mr. FLANDERS], and 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. ScHOEP
PEL] would each vote "nay." 

On this vote the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. MALONE] is paired with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. CLEMENTS]. If 
present and voting the Senator from 
Nevada would vote "yea," and the Sen
ator from Kentucky would vote "nay.'' 

The result was announced-yeas 16, 
nays 62, as follows: 

Barrett 
Curtis 
Dworshak 
Eastland 
Ellender 
Goldwater 

Aiken 
Anderson 
Barkley 
Beall 
Bennett 
Bible 
Bricker 
Bush 
Butler 
Byrd 
Carlson 
Case, N.J. 
cotton 
Daniel 
Dirksen 
Douglas 
Duff 
Ervin 
Frear 
George 
Green 

YEAS-16 
Hruska Mundt 
Jenner Welker 
Johnston, S. C. Williams 
Langer Young 
Long 
McCarthy 

NAYS--62 
Hennings 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Holland 
Humphrey 
Ives 
Jackson 
Johnson, Tex. 
Kefauver 
Kerr 
Kilgore 
Knowland 
Kuchel 
Lehman 
Magnuson 
Mansfield 
Martin, Iowa. 
Martin,Pa. 
McNamara 
Millikin 
Monroney 

Morse 
Neely 
Neuberger 
Pastore 
Payne 
Potter 
Purtell 
Robertson 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
Scott 
Smathers 
Smith, Maine 
Smith, N. J. 
Sparkman 
Stennis 
Symington 
Thurmond 
Thye 
Wiley 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I am pre
pared to yield back all but 15 minutes 
<>f my time, if the opposition will do like:.. 
wise. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I am prepared to yield back a simi
lar amount of time. On this amendment 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator will state it. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. As I under

stand, each side now has 15 minutes on 
the Long amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All 
time except 15 minutes on each side has 
been yielded back. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I hope all Senators will remain in 
the Chamber, because there will be a 
yea-and-nay vote at the end of 25 or 30 
minutes of discussion on the amend
ment. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Louisiana is recognized for 
10 minutes. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, this is a 
simple amendment. It is based upon the 
theory that it would be a mistake for us 
to increase the foreign-aid program in 
any single year. 

The purpose of the amendment is to 
reduce the overall appropriation author
ized by the bill. by $318 million. I have 
arrived at that figure because I believe a 
ceiling should be set on the military aid 
and the economic aid, other than the 
_point 4 program. If we authorize a 
larger figure than that for which my 
amendment provides, we shall be appro
priating more money for foreign aid next 
year than was appropriated last year. 

Senators know that budgets are pre
pared years in advance. Recommenda
tions for appropriations must be studied 
more than a year in advance. The world 
situation has improved since these rec
ommendations were made. 

Unless the proposed authorization be
comes law, this will be the first year the 
Senate and the House of Representatives 

have not seen flt to reduce the amount 
recommended by the administration for 
foreign military aid. It will be the first 
year since 1951 in which the Senate will 
have appropriated more for that purpose 
than it provided in the previous year. 

I am not proposing to reduce the 
amount provided in title III, which is the 
so-called point 4 technical assistance 
program. I am completely prepared to 
concede that title ill, the technical as
sistance program, is here to stay; and 
that the United States will be providing 
more technical assistance throughout 
the world so long as any of us have the 
pleasure to serve in the Senate. 

On the other hand, I think most Sena
tors recognize that the large amounts of 
funds for foreign aid generally have not 
yet been wholly expended. I believe most 
Senators share my desire that, year by 
year, there should be a gradual reduction 
in the foreign-aid program. 

How does it happen that, although the 
administration has requested less money 
this year than it requested last year, 
yet the Senate is prepared to vote on 
final passage for a committee bill which 
authorizes $318 million more than was 
proposed to be authorized last year in 
the bill reported by the committee. 

The reason is that last year the com
mittee that studied the foreign aid bill, 
which called for about $3,567,000,000, cut 
out almost $500 million before the bill 
was reported to the Senate. Then the 
Senate saw flt to adopt an amendment 
which I offered to reduce the amount 
another $500 million, which made the 
overall reduction almost $1 billion below 
the administration's request. Of course, 
much of that amount was restored by 
the House; nevertheless, some of the 
cut remained. 

It seems to me we should insist that 
there be no expansion of the foreign-aid 
program, which already has on hand a 
balance approximating $9 billion beyond 
what was in the previous year. To do so 
would be to prolong the life of the pro
gram and to call for greater appropria
tions year by year. For that reason, I 
hope that Senators will agree with me 
that it would be a mistake for the Senate 
to appropriate more money this year for 
foreign aid than was appropriated last 
year. 

As of March 31, 1955, there was on 
hand, unexpended, $9,909,800,000. If the 
bill shall be passed, even with the amend
ment I propose, there will be an addi
tional $3,090,000,000 added to that 
amount. In other words, there would be 
approximately $13 billion unexpended. 

The expenditures under the foreign
aid program are being made at the rate 
of $4,800,000,000 a year. Certainly that 
is sufficient to carry on the program. 

My amendment proposes a reduction 
of less than 10 percent--a very modest 
reduction. It would be the smallest re
duction that Congress has made since 
the foreign military aid program was 
established. 

For example, in 1951, $8,500,000,000 
was r~quested .. Congress authorized $7, .. 
483,000,000, a reduction of $1 billion. 

In 1952, $7,900,000,000 was requested. 
Congress authorized $6,447,000,000, a. re
duction of $1,500,000,000. 
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In 1953, $5,474,000,000 was requested. 

Congress authorized $5,057,000,000, a re
duction of $325,000,000. 

In 1954, last year, a request was made 
for $3,676,000,000. Congress authorized 
$3,252,000,000, a reduction of $425 mil
lion. 

If my amendment shall be agreed to, 
for a reduction of $318 million, the cut 
will be the smallest that Congress will 
have made in the history of the foreign 
military-aid program. 

I submit that my amendment proposes 
a very modest reduction, far less than 
that which was made last year. 

The argument has been made that we 
should support the President. I believe 
we should support the President, but also 
we should discharge our own responsi
bilities. President Eisenhower has given 
us his views, but he expects us to accept 
our responsibility. Surely that respon
sibility is to vote our judgment in these 
matters. 

For example, last year, President 
Eisenhower recommended $3,500,000,000. 
After the request was made, the Senate 
Committee on Foreign Relations, with
out a single amendment, proceeded to re
duce it to $3,100,000,000. In their judg
ment, the m3mbers of the committee 
thought that was wise. The Senate cut 
it an additional amount. I saw no evi
dence that the President felt that we had 
not supported him. 

The mechanics of the program would 
work in this manner: There would be an 
overall ceiling on the amount which 
could be appropriated. The bill would 
authorize in additional items, more than 
the ceiling would permit to be appropri
ated. It would then be the responsibility 
of those in charge of the program to go 
before the appropriations committees of 
both the House and the Senate and ex
plain to them where they believed the 
reduction of $314 million could best be 
absorbed. That is the procedure which 
the Senate adopted, by a vote of 45 to 41, 
last year, involving a reduction of $500 
million, after the committee had already 
reduced the amount by almost $500 
million. 

It seems to me that such a procedure 
would be in order, due to the fact that 
the committee has not reduced the pro
gram by 5 cents. I believe we should 
proceed to make what would be a very 
modest reduction, which I believe would 
bring the amount to that appropriated 
last year, a reduction of $314 million. 

As I say, that would leave an author
ized appropriation for this year of $3,-
090,000,000. There would be on had, in 
addition, almost $10 billion of unexpend
ed funds. 

I hope the amendment will be agreed 
to. I hope very much the distinguished 
chairman of the committee will not feel 
obliged to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield the Senator from Georgia. 
.such time as he may desire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
STENNIS in the chair). The Senator from 
Georgia is recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the dis
tinguished Senator from Louisiana is 
predicating his case on the unexpended 
·balances in this bill. Last year the Com
mittee on Appropriations defined "unex-

pended balances," and gave it a statutory 
interpretation, and under that statutory 
interpretation of unexpended balances-
and that. is the law which is applicable 
to this bill for this year, at least-the 
unexpended balances are very small. In 
fact, according to the testimony of Mr. 
Hensel, and according to the other tes
timony which was adduced before the 
committtee, they are approximately $100 
million; and all of that is contracted 
for, or is allocated, or the Defense De
partment has placed orders in that 
amount, in order to expedite the furnish
ing of arms and military material to the 
countries to whom we are obligated to 
furnish them. 

When such orders are given, the FOA
that is the name of the organization this 
year-is called upon and is asked to al
locate to the different departments an 
amount necessary to pay the bill when 
the "hardware" is delivered. That rep
resents all the unexpended balances here 
involved. 

In order to make that certain, the 
very last provision of the pending bill 
provides that unexpended balances in 
excess of $200 million not continue 
available after June 30, 1955. If there 
is more than $200 million, it is not to be 
reappropriated for the use of the mutual 
security program. In other words, it is 
cut off at $200 million. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am speaking under 
limited time, but I yield. 

Mr. LONG. Will the Senator tell us 
why the provision was placed in the bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am trying to tell the 
Senator. It was placed in the bill be
cause the testimony was undisputed and 
it was unquestioned that every dollar of 
this money had been allocated under the 
statutory definition made by the Appro
priations Committee of the Senate, 
which was binding upon that commit
tee. It was stated there was remain
ing only $100 million. It was first pro
posed that only $100 million of the un
expended balances should be carried 
over. It is true we did reappropriate the 
unexpended balances, but in accordance 
with the testimony, and we limited the 
carryover to $200 million. 

So do not worry about the unexpended 
balances or the unallocated balances. 
That is al-1 there is to the question. More 
than $200 million cannot be carried over. 
There is no way for more than that 
amount to be carried over. There are no 
unexpended balances, other than the 
amounts reserved to take care of mili
tary orders placed by the Defense De
partment in order to expedite the 
furnishing of arms. 

The bill does not provide for a greater 
amount than did the bill of last year, let 
me say to the Senator from Louisiana. 
Much has been said to the effect that the 
bill does so provide. The pending bill 
carries the total cost of the Army in 
Korea. Hereto! ore a large percentage 
of the appropriation necessary to sup
port our Armed Forces in Korea has been 
borne by the MiI.itary or Defense Estab
lishment. One hundred twenty-two 
million dollars of it is an item for infra
structure, the building of bases in Spain. 
That amount is reappropriated. All 

that money is to be added, to make the 
bill appropriate approximately $3,-
480,000,000. 

The unexpended balance is the item 
which seems to have troubled some of us. 
There will always be an unexpended bal
ance in this bill, and in every other bill, 
when orders cannot be filled the first 
year the appropriation is made. There 
is a large unexpended balance in the 
military defense appropriation. It is 
unavoidable, because orders cannot be 
filled in a year. Some of them take 2 
years. Some of the orders take more 
than 2 years. 

So far as the military items are con
cerned-and they are a big part of the 
bill, in fact three-fourths of the bill-it 
is true that such items do not encompass 
military "hardware" alone but encom
pass military "hardware" plus direct 
support, which includes the clothing 
soldiers must wear. It means that Ko
rea and Chiang Kai-shek on Formosa 
can support, all told, nearly 1 million 
soldiers, which can be used for our de
fense. Those soldiers cannot be supplied 
with shoes, coats, hats, and other neces
sary articles which soldiers in an army 
must have, unless we see that they are 
supplied. The pending bill must take 
care of, if it is to be taken care of at all, 
the total cost of maintaining an army 
in Korea, of maintaining all the armed 
forces in Korea, an obligation to which 
the Defense Department, during the Ko
rean war and up until this year, has 
largely contributed. 

More than $400 million will go to the 
armed forces in Korea, or for their bene
fit or support. There are 500,000 Ko
rean soldiers who are trained to come to 
our rescue. In Formosa there are an
other 400,000 to 500,000 troops, or some 
such number; and there are many sol
diers in other parts of the world. 

Mr. President, do we want any allies? 
Do we want any help? 

I do not believe it wise for us to under
take to cut the authorization provided 
by this bill below that recommended by 
the committee. 

So far as the unexpended balances are 
concerned, I am perfectly willing now, if 
Senators wish to do so, to provide that 
only $100 million of unexpended bal
ances shall be carried over; and that 
will end all the unexpended balances, 
except for those which will be allocated 
or held in reserve to meet the bill which 
this fund will owe to the Defense Estab
lishment which is putting up its own 
money in order that it may order the 
necessary "hardware," the necessary mu
nitions, the necessary arms, to support 
the Armed Forces abroad to which we 
are making a contribution. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Georgia yield to me 
at this time? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator from 

Georgia will recall that in the hearings 
before the committee, the witnesses rep~ 
resenting the armed services and the 
mutual-aid program, as well as the State 
Department, seemed to have gone into 
greater detail in outlining the need for 
all these items than had previously been 
done in respect to any other bill with 
which I ever had any connection; and 
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the Senator from Georgia will also re
call that many of the Members of the 
Senate, including himself and myself, 
asked Mr. Hensel, particularly, if they 
had screened this request for authoriza
tions to the point where it represented 
the minimum assistance we could safely 
provide to our friends throughout the 
world. Does the Senator from Georgia 
recall that that is true? 

Mr. GEORGE. Exactly so. We went 
into it at great length, and made every 
possible effort to have them explain 
what is meant by these unexpended 
balances. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Hensel impressed 
me as a very able and a very sincere man. 
Surely he has no ulterior motive in mak
ing these recommendations. He has 
since resigned from the Government, and 
the President has accepted his resigna
tion. 

It seems to me that, as I recall, no bill 
was ever explained in greater detail or 
was worked on more thoroughly than 
the pending bill. 

So, Mr. President, I believe, with the 
Senator from Georgia, that the amend
ment proposed by our good friend, the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. LoNG], 
should not prevail. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thank the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Georgia yield to me? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; if I have suffi
cient time to do so. Let me inquire of 
the Chair how much time remains to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Georgia has only 1 minute 
remaining. 

Mr. WILEY. If the Senator from 
Georgia will yield only briefly to me, I 
should like to state, for the record, what 
Mr. Hensel said. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; I yield. 
Mr. WILEY. Mr. Hensel, then the 

Assistant Secretary of Defense, said: 
A dollar abroad buys more frontline de

fense than a dollar spent at home. 

He also said: 
Our security could not be better and more 

economically preserved if we spent on our 
own forces the money we are now spending 
on allied forces. 

Let me say that Admiral Radford, 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
said: 

The mutual-defense assistance program is 
an integral part of our own national-security 
program. 

He also said: 
Such a program can hardly be labeled a 

giveaway program. 

A little later he said: 
It is more advantageous for us to assist 

our allies in maintaining their own national 
forces, especially ground forces, than it is for 
us to provide United States soldiers. 

He also said: 
Our security and that of our allies are in 

reality one and the same. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thank the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Texas will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Does the 
Senator from Louisiana have 7 minutes 
remaining? 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Let me in
quire whether the Senator from Georgia 
desires to have any further time. 

Mr. GEORGE. No. I was going to 
yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I have ar
ranged to have time yielded to the Sena
tor from California. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Louisiana will use his 7 minutes at this 
time, then we are prepared to yield to 
the Senator from California the 2 min
utes remaining to our side. 

Mr. LONG. Very well, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Louisiana is recognized for 
7 minutes. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, if I should 
have the honor to serve for a great many 
years in the Senate I would never expect 
to enjoy the esteem with which the Sen
ator from Georgia is held by the Senate, 
or to approach the eloquence with which 
he speaks. But in my 7 years of service 
in the Senate, I have gained a decided 
impression of the way that such budget 
items are prepared. 

In years gone by I have found that I 
could agree with the Senator from 
Georgia because he has advocated, in 
connection with foreign aid expenditures 
reductions which I myself have advo
cated. Last year we agreed that the 
cost of the foreign-aid bill could be re
duced, and the distinguished chairman 
of the committee and a majority of the 
committee agreed on the making of such 
a reduction. 

I read now from the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of August 3, 1954; the distin
guished senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. GEORGE] then said: 

Therefore, I said to the committee, as I 
said to the representative of the executive 
branch of the Government, that if we cut 
the authorization bill to not exceeding ap
proximately $3 billion in new money, I felt 
I could go along with it. We did cut it. 

The House authorized $3,566,908,000. We 
cut it down to $3,100,000,000; $10 million has 
been added on the :floor for Latin American 
countries. I think that was a very wise 
decision by the Senate. Therefore, we re
duced substantially the amount of new 
money in the bill. That is what we are now 
asked to authorize. 

A little later the Senator from Georgia 
said: 

If we cut the amount by another half bil
lion dollars, perhaps we could get by; but if 
we cut it by a billion dollars, as I first 
thought we should cut it, we would serve 
notice upon the world that the United States 
at least was withdrawing so far as our NATO 
program was concerned, so far as all our 
efforts in Southeast Asia are concerned, and 
so far as any protection in the Far East, in 
the Middle East, and in all of Europe is 
concerned. 

At that time the Senator from Georgia 
was referring to a $1 billion amendment 
which was being offered by me; and the 
Senator from Georgia was agreeing that 
perhaps we could make another $500 mil
lion reduction, in addition to the $500 
million reduction which he himself had 
recommended. 

So at that time the Senator from 
Georgia felt that a $1 billion reduction 
in a bill calling for $3 ½ billion would 
not be too great a reduction to make. 

Let me point out that the persons who 
prepared that budget are the same ones 
who prepared this budget. Although to
day the Senator from Georgia is more 
impressed by their testimony than he 
was then, I have concluded that the of
ficials who prepared this budget did so 
in about the same way that they pre
pared the budget last year. 

Mr. President, if we can take at face 
value the assertions of the administra
tion, I believe the administration intends 
gradually to reduce the amount of the 
overall foreign-aid program. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Louisiana yield to me? 

Mr. LONG. I yield. 
Mr. GEORGE. Let me say that this 

budget has been made up in a way in 
which no other budget for foreign aid 
has been made up. I sat in on the com
mittee meetings when the first foreign
aid bill was prepared, fallowing which 
it was brought to the floor of the Senate. 
We then agreed upon a $17 billion pro
gram for a little more than 4 years, and 
we made the appropriations year by 
year. The late Senator Vandenburg, 
who then was chairman of the commit
tee, agreed with me; and that was the 
position we t-lok. 

This budget is a very well prepared 
one. It is the best prepared and best 
presented budget I have seen come from 
the Mutual Security Administration. It 
is a very thoroughly prepared budget, 
and is the best of any budget I have 
seen submitted by any Administration 
or under any Administrator. 

Last year the unexpended balances 
were in serious question. Actually, about 
·$6 billion was unexpended. 

But now that entire picture has 
changed. The unexpended balances 
represent nothing on earth except either 
allocated funds or reserve funds within 
a statutory definition fixed by the Ap
propriations Committee, as I have al
ready said, except in the case of approx
imately $100 million; and then we have 
assumed all the cost of caring for the 
Korean soldiers. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, let me say 
a word in regard to the allocation or ob
ligation of the funds. It is easy enough 
for someone to write in a book that it is 
expected that certain funds will be spent 
in certain ways. But this Administra
tion has on hand almost $10 billion of 
unexpended funds, to which we propose 
to add $3 billion. 

Let me say that I had the privilege 
of serving on the Armed Services Com
mittee when this program was initiated. 
I recall very well that we were told, 
sometimes behind closed doors, and 
sometimes in public, that the great year 
of danger was 1954, and that we had to 
appropriate $7 billion or $8 billion in 1 
year because we had to aid our friends, 
and because we were expecting that war 
would break out in that year. 1954 
.came and went. We appropriated the 
money. We armed our allies~ l:n some 
places they have arms running out of 
their ears. Yet the experience we have 
is that, far from the program tapering 
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off, in some respects it is being expand
ed. Far from merely arming our allies, 
we are now asked to buy their uniforms, 
to feed them, and to pay the soldiers in 
the field. There is not a nation in the 
world that cannot put uniforms or some 
sort of clothing on its own soldiers. 
There is not a nation in the world that 
cannot feed its own soldiers. There is 
not a nation in the world that cannot 
pay the modest sums which these na
tions pay to take care of their troops, 
particularly in peacetime. Yet the 
United States is picking up the check for 
all of them. In addition, here comes a 
great economic program, in the name 
of foreign aid, and in the name of mili
tary support. · 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. LONG. In just a moment. 
We are being asked to build factories 

in those countries, to rehabilitate their 
railroads, and to build transmission lines 
·across those countries, all in the name 
of defense. 

This budget can be reduced. If the 
Senate will accept this amendment, we 
shall have very good and sound advice 
from the Foreign Operations Adminis
tration itself, and from its able officers, 
on how we can make the very modest 
reduction I am recommending. 

I now yield to the Senator from Min
nesota. 

Mr. THYE. The Senator from Louisi
ana said that any nation could afford to 
clothe and feed its soldiers. Korea was 
at war less than 3 years ago. Korea was 
deva-stated. 

Mr. LONG. Korea is perhaps the ex
ception. 

Mr. THYE. She is trying today to 
rehabilitate herself, and she is facing 
serious economic problems. 

Mr. LONG. Korea is perhaps an ex
ception; but there is involved only $400 
million in this bill affecting Korea. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator further yield? 

Mr. LONG. I cannot yield further at 
this time. I must answer the Senator. 
There is involved only approximately 
$400 million for Korea, out of an-overall 
total of $3,400,000,000. There is no rea
son why this amendment need affect 
Korea. If it should affect Korea, it 
would be because, when a modest reduc
tion was made, the administration itself 
would proceed to recommend that per
haps in some of the Korean items there 
could be a reduction. I will agree that 
Korea has a ·better case than other coun
tries so far as concerns supporting her 
troops and paying her soldiers. 

Mr. THYE. The distinguished chair
man [Mr. GEORGE] also referred to For
mosa. Every available man who can 
wear a uniform and serve in the armed 
forces is in the armed forces of that 
country. Therefore its economic condi
tion is strained, and if we do not in some 
sense support that army, it will not stand 
as a part of our national defense. 
· Mr. LONG. Some may ·pick out 
strong points in this program and em
phasize them. Others may pick out 

. weak points, such, for example, as the 
building of a railroad for India. India 
could take care of the railroad for her

CI----472 

self. If we did not give her any money, 
she would build it any way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
time of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, may I 
complete my thought? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield 1 
additional minute to the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. LONG. I merely wish to say that 
there are thousands of items throughout 
the world involving far greater amounts 
than does the pending bill, running to 
the extent of perhaps $50 billion or $100 
billion, which would be equally as desir
able as items in this bill, if Congress 
saw flt to make that much money avail
able to our friends throughout the 
world. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield the remaining time, which 
is less than 3 minutes, I believe, to the 
distinguished minority leader [Mr. 
KNOWLAND]. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment of
fered by the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. LoNG], not only for the very cogent 
reasons which have been presented by 
the distinguished Senator from Georgia, 
chairman of the Foreign Relations Com
mittee, but for some additional reasons 
as well. 

The distinguished Senator from Geor
gia has had more experience in this body 
than any of the others of us. He was 
quite correct when he said that among 
all the bills which have come to the Sen
ate from the Foreign Relations Com
mittee-certainly during the period of 
time I have served on that committee, 
and previously on the Armed Services 
Committee-there has never been a more 
detailed breakdown of the facts and 
:figures relating to any bill than that 
relating to the bill now before the 
Senate. 

We must deal realistically with the sit
uation in the world today. It is quite 
true, as the Senator from Louisiana 
pointed out, that the previous adminis
tration, as well as this one, had pointed 
out the necessity of building a system of 
selective security against the menace of 
communism in the event the Commu
nists should decide to move in 1952, 1953, 
or 1954. It is true that they did not 
move, but, in my opinion, one reason 
they did not move is that the free world, 
largely supported by the United States, 
which furnished leadership, had pre
sented a formidable barrier to their 
moving. Certainly in 1955, when mat
ters may be coming to a critical head, 
this is not the time to pull the stopper 
on the situation in the Far East. 

It is extremely important not only that 
we provide military support for our allies 
in that part of the world but that they 
also have the defense support items. As 
has been pointed out by the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. THYEJ, it is ex
tremely necessary that there be such de
fense support items for Korea, because it 
does no good to give the troops guns if 
they are not properly -clothed. Winter
ized clothing is necessary in order to 
meet aggression which may come during 
the winter months . 

Korean troops are in much larger 
force than a country of that size would 

normally maintain. The number is far 
beyond the economic possibility of their 
maintenance by that nation. There are 
approxim_ately 600,000 Korean troops 
there. The fact that they are there pro
vides a stanch part of the defense in 
the Pacific. . 

On the island of Formosa there are 
.approximately half a million Army, 
Navy, and Air Force personnel. Those 
two small countries together account for 
1,100,000 men. Certainly at this particu
lar point in the history of the world it 
would be most disadvantageous-and it 
might even be fatal-to pull the stopper 
on that situation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
time of the Senator from California has 
expired. All time has been exhausted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, have the yeas and nays been or
dered? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. LoNGJ. On this question 
the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and the clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce 

that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ], the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CLEMENTS], the Senator from Ar
kansas [Mr. F'uL.BRIGHTJ, the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr~ GORE], the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN], and 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] are absent on official busi
ness. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
KENNEDY] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. MuR
RAYJ is absent by leave of the Senate to 
attend the International Labor Organi
zation meeting in Geneva, Switzerland. 

On this vote the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. CLEMEN-Ts] is paired with the 
Sena.tor from Nevada [Mr. MALONEL If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Kentucky would vote "nay,'' and the 
Senator from Nevada would vote "yea.'' 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. FuL
BRIGHTJ is paired with the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY]. If pres
ent and voting the Senator from Arkan
sas would vote ''nay," and the Senator 
from Massachusetts would vote "yea." 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Mc
CLELLAN] is paired with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEYJ. If present 
and voting, the Senator from Arkansas 
would vote "yea,," and the Senator from 
Wyoming would vote "nay." 

I further announce that if present and 
voting, the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MURRAY] would vote "nay.'' 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce 
that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
ALLoTT], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
BENDER], and the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. MALONE] are absent on official 
business. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
ScHOEPPEL J are absent by leave of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WAT
KINS] is absent on official business for 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is necessarily absent. 
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The Senator from Indiana [Mr. JEN• 
NERl is detained on official business. 

on this vote, the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. MALONE] is paired with the Sena• 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. CLEMENTS]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Nevada would vote "yea,'' and the Sena• 
tor from Kentucky would note "nay." 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE] is paired with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. ALLOTTl. If present and 
voting, the Senator from South Dakota 
would vote "yea," and the Senator from 
Colorado would vote "nay." 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
SCHOEPPEL] is paired with the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. BENDERl. If present and 
voting, the senator from Kansas wou~d 
vote ''yea," and the Senator from Ohio 
would vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 27, 
nays 53, as follows: 

Barrett 
Bible 
Bricker 
Butler 
Byrd 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Dworshak 
Eastland 

Allten 
Anderson 
Barkley 
Beall 
Bennett 
Bush 
Capehart 
Carlson 
Case, N. J. 
cotton 
Dirksen 
Douglas 
Duff 
Ervin 
Flanders 
George 
Green 
Hayden 

YEAS-27 
Ellender Martin, Pa. 
Frear Mundt 
Goldwater Robertson 
Hruska Russell 
Johnston, S. C. Stennis 
Kerr Thurmond 
Langer Welker 
Long Williams 
Magnuson Young 

NAYS-53 
Hennings 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Holland 
Humphrey 
Ives 
Jackson 
Johnson, Tex. 
Kefauver 
Kilgore 
Knowland 
Kuchel 
Lehman 
Mansfield 
Martin, Iowa 
McCarthy 
McNamara 
Millikin 

Monroney 
Morse 
Neely 
Neuberger 
Pastore 
Payne 
Potter 
Purtell 
Saltonstall 
Scott 
Smathers 
Smith, Maine 
Smith,N. J, 
Sparkman 
Symington 
Thye 
Wiley 

NOT VOTING-16 
Allott Fulbright Murray 

O'Mahoney 
Schoeppel 
Watkins 

Bender Gore 
Bridges Jenner 
case, s . Dak. Kennedy 
Chavez Malone 
Clements McClellan 

So Mr. LONG'S amendment was re
jected. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
call up my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin will be stated. 
- The CHIEF CLERK. On page 14, be
tween lines 12 and 13, it is proposed to 
insert the following: 

(!) At the end of the chapter add the 
following new section: 

"SEC. 515. During any period during which 
any American citizen is held prisoner by 
Communist China, none of the funds au
thorized by this act, or by any act author
izing the appropriation of funds for provid
ing financial assistance to foreign countries, 
shall be obligated or expended for providing 
assistance to any foreign country which (a) 
exports or knowingly perm.its the exporta
tion of materials or products from such 
country to Communist China, or (b) ships 
or knowingly permits the shipment of mate
rials or products to any port in Communist · 
China on a ,,essel carrying the flag of such 
country or owned or controlled, directly or 
indirectly, by the nationals of such country." 

Mr JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi .. 
dent,· will the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield? 

Mr McCARTHY. I yield. Mr: JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi• 
dent I understand it is agreeable to the 
Sen~tor from Wisconsin that we yield 
back all but 3 minutes on each side and 
ask for the yeas and nays. If it is agree
able to the Senator from Wisconsin, I 
now ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I yield back all but 3 minutes of 
my time. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, it 
will take me less than 3 minutes to dis
cuss my amendment. However, in case 
I am questioned, I might require more 
than 3 minutes. Is that agreeable to 
the Senator? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I should 
prefer to yield back all time but 5 
minutes. 

Mr. McCARTHY. That is acceptable 
to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair understands that each side has 
yielded back all but 5 minutes. The Sen
ator from Wisconsin is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, the 
Senate Investigating Committee under 
the able chairmanship of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN] held 
hearings 2 or 3 weeks ago with regard to 
the American unif armed men who are 
still being held in Communist China. 
We had before us officials of the Air 
Corps, the Army, the Navy, and the State 
Department, and it was admitted by 
them that 481 uniformed men are still 
being held by Communist China. This 
makes the administration claims that 
there are only from 11 to 15 being held 
very deceptive in the extreme. Since 
that time four men have been released, 
which means that there are still 477 uni
formed men being held. 

As to civilians, there are apparently 20, 
although there is an estimate given of 35. 
That is a total of 477 uniformed men still 
being held in Communist China, and per
haps 20 or 25 civilians. 

My amendment simply provides that 
no country which ships the sinews of 
military strength to Red China or per
mits the shipment of such materials to 
Red China shall receive any mutual 
security aid. 

Mr. President, I do not believe any 
argument is required. The amendment 
is self-explanatory. Either we continue 
giving aid to countries that ship to Red 
China while Red China is holding Amer
icans prisoners of war, or we do not. 

I wish to say to the majority leader 
that I appreciate his help in getting the 
yeas and nays on this particular amend
ment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, if any Senator desires time to speak 
in opposition, I shall be glad to yield it 
to him. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I rise to 
oppose this amendment. It sounds 
plausible and good, but it is a very un
wise step to take. 

we are making progress in getting 
prisoners released. Four of them have 

been released recently. The chances are 
that in a short time 11 or maybe more 
may be out of Red China. This amend
ment would impose a burden upon other 
peoples in that area who may do some 
little trading with Red China and to 
whom we must extend help if we are to 
maintain anything like stability in the 
entire Far East. 

Suppose, Mr. President, that Japan 
should buy a little material from Red 
China. Shemustbuyfromsomeone. Sup
pose Japan should ~hip some goods into 
Red China; soft goods or any other kind 
of goods. It would be most embarrass
ing to our whole program in that area 
if we should take the position that such 
an act alone and of itself would result in 
Japan forfeiting all the aid and assist· 
ance we might find it necessary to pro-
vide her under this program and which 
should be provided if we are to have any 
stability in the Far East. That stability 
must come primarily, let us say, through 
the Philippines, through Japan, through· 
Korea, through Formosa, and some other 
countries, including India, if India 
should become militantly on our side or 
should even be strictly neutral. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Georgia yield for a 
question? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no time, but I 
shall be glad to yield. 

Mr. McCARTHY. With the great re
spect I have for the able Senator from 
Georgia, I hesitate questioning him on 
the floor of the Senate. However, does 
the Senator realize that even though the 
war in Korea has been ended for more 
than 2 years, according to testimony 
taken by the committee there were 481-
the number is now 477-uniformed men 
who have not been returned and who are 
being brain-washed into eternity in 
Communist dungeons? Does the Sena .. 
tor realize the figure was 944 after the 
exchange of prisoners, and that now 
some 463 have disappeared? I wonder 
if the Senator will agree with me that 
we should not give money to allies while 
they are strengthening Red China which, 
in turn, is torturing into eternity Ameri
can young men. It would seem to follow 
as the night follows the day. 

Mr. GEORGE. I cannot answer the 
Senator's question, because it is an argu .. 
ment or a thesis. But I would say that, 
under this bill, if England does any trad· 
ing whatever with Red China, then any 
aid or assistance-military assistance, 
because there is nothing else going to 
England-would be cut off. The Sen .. 
ator's amendment would make the pro
gram impossible. It is just as well for 
us to be frank about it and, if we do not 
want to continue the program, to say so 
directly. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Does the Senator 
know that under our rules and regula• 
tions no American ship can carry goods 
to Red China and no American business .. 
man can sell goods to Red China? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is quite a differ• 
ent thing. But I have no further time. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote! Vote! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Two 

minutes remain. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I yield back my time. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

has been yielded back. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. McCARTHY]. The yeas 
and nays have been ordered, and the 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce 

that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ], the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CLEMENTS]_, the Senator from Ar
kansas [Mr. FuLBRIGHT], the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. GORE], the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN], the 
Senator from .Arkansas [Mr. McCLEL
LAN], the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEYJ. and the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL] are absent on 
official business. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
KENNEDY] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. MUR
RAY] is absent by leave of the Senate to 
attend the International Labor Organi
zation meeting in Geneva, Switzerland. 

On this vote, the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. CLEMENTS] is paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. MALONE]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Kentucky would vote "nay," and the 
Senator from Nevada would vote "yea." 

I further announce that, if present and 
voting, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
FuLBRIGHT], the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. GREEN], the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. MURRAY], and the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEY] would 
each vote "nay." 

I also announce that the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY] if present 
and voting, would vote "yea." 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce 
that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
ALLOTT1, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
BENDER], and the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. MALONE] are absent on official busi
ness. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
ScHOEPPEL] are absent by leave of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WAT
KINS] is absent on official business for 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICKER] 
ls detained on official business. 

If present and voting, the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. AI.LOTT] and the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. BENDER] would 
each vote "nay." 

On this vote, the Senator from Ne
vada [Mr. MALONE] is paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CLEMENTS]. 
If present and voting~ the Senator from 
Nevada would vote "yea,'' and the Sen
ator from Kentucky would vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 18, 
nays 60, as follows: 

YEAS-18 
Barrett Hruska McCarthy 
Curtis Jenner Potter 
Daniel Johnston, S. C. Thurmond 
Dworshak Kerr Welker 
Frear Knowland Williams 
Goldwater Langer Young 

NAY8-60 
Aiken Bennett Byrd 
Anderson Bible Capehart 
Barkley Bush Carlson 
Beall Butler Case, N. J. 

Cotton 
Dirksen 
Douglas 
Duff 
Eastland 
Ellender 
Ervin 
Flandel's 
George 
Hayden 
Hennings 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Holland 
Humphrey 
Ives 

Allott 
Bender 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Case, S. Dak. 
Chavez 

Jackson Neely 
Johnson, Tex. Neuberger 
Kefauver Pastore 
Kilgore Payne 
Kuchel Purtell 
Lehman Robertson 
Long Saltonstall 
Magnuson Scott 
Mansfield Smathers . 
Martin, Iowa Smith, Maine 
Martin, Pa. Smith, N. J. 
McNamara Sparkman 
Milltkin Stennis 
Monroney Symington 
Mcrse Thye 
Mundt Wiley 

NOT VOTING-18 
Clements 
Fulbright 
Gore 
Green 
Kennedy 
Malone 

McClellan 
Murray 
O'Mahoney 
Russell 
Schoeppel 
Watkins 

So Mr. McCARTHY'S amendment was 
rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
ls open to further amendment. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
offer an amendment, which I ask to have 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the amendment offered 
by the senior Senator from Louisiana. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 11, begin
ning with line 8, it is proposed to strike 
out through line 25 on page 12, as 
follows: 

(k) Add the following new section: 
"SEC. 418. President's fund for Asian eco

nomic development: (a) The Congress of 
the United States reaffirms the policy of the 
United States to contribute to international 
peace and security through assisting the 
peoples of free Asia in their efforts to attain 
economic and social well-being, to safeguard 
basic rights and liberties, and to protect 
their security and independence. The Con
gress hereby recognizes that fundamental to 
these goals is an expanding economic growth 
of the free Asia area based upon self-help 
and mutual cooper.ation and full utmzation 
of already existing resources and knowledge. 
The Congress expresses the willingness of the 
people o! the United States to support the 
foregoing ob:jectives to the extent to which 
the countries in the area continue to make 
effective use of their own resources and ex
ternal resources otherwise available to them. 

" ( b) In order to carry out the purposes 
of this section, there is hereby authorized to 
be established a fund, to be known as the 
'President's fund for Asian economic devel
opment' (hereinafter referred to as 'the 
fund'), and there is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated to the President for the fund 
an amount of $200 million, such amount to 
remain available until June 30, 1958. 

"(c) The President is authorized to utilize 
the appropriations made available for the 
fund to accomplish in the free Asian area 
the policies and purposes declared in this act 
and to disburse them on such terms and con
ditions, including transfer of funds, as he 
may specify to any person, corporation, or 
other body of persons however designated, 
or to any foreign government, agency, or or
ganization or group of governments or agen
cies as may be appropriate: Provided,, how
ever, That not less than 50 percent of the 
funds appropriated pursuant to this section 
shall be available only for furnishing assist
ance on terms of repayment in accordance 
with the provisions of section 505, and not 
more than .25 percent of said funds may be 
allocated for assistance to any one nation. 

"(d) In utilizing the fund the President 
shall give preference to projects or programs 
that Will clearly contribute to promoting 
greater economic strength in the area ·as a 
whole or among a group or groups of coun
tries of the area." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, will the Senator from Louisiana. 
yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Is this the 

amendment on which the Senator de
sires to have the yeas and nays, and on 
which he is agreeable to 5 minutes' time 
for debate on each side? 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I will yield back all of my time 
except 5 minutes, if the Senator from 
Louisiana will do likewise. 

'Mr. ELLENDER. I do likewise. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

has been yielded back except 5 minutes 
on each side. The senior Senator from 
Louisiana is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, ear
lier this afternoon I made a rather 
lengthy statement regarding the reasons 
why I thought the five amendments I 
proposed to submit should be adopted. 

The pending amendment seeks to 
strike from the bill the item of $200 mil
lion which is provided for the President 
to spend in Asia as he sees fit. 

Mr. President, under the law as it now 
exists, the President has the right to 
spend $150 million, and that amount is 
to be taken from moneys which are 
available and appropriated for mutual
security programs. The bill seeks to cut 
the $150 million to $50 million, but it 
restores the $100 million, in the form a 
direct appropriation to the President's 
special fund and the bill also adds an
other $200 million to be available for 
expenditure by the President for eco
nomic-aid programs in Asia. 

As I stated earlier this afternoon, I 
attempted to cut the direct foi:ces support 
authorization, which is the nature of eco
nomic aid, by $500 million. My amend
ment did not carry. The item we are 
now considering provides for economic 
aid pure and simple. 

I should now like to read excerpts 
from the committee report regarding the 
$200 million fund: 

Primarily for projects contributing to eco
nomic development of the Asian region as a 
whole • • • 

Not less than 50 percent of the appropria
tions made to the fund shall be available 
only for furnishing assistance on a loan basis, 
and no more than 25 percent of the funds 
may be allocated for assistance to any one 
nation. 

Among examples of projects for which the 
fund might be used are regional development 
of water and mineral resources, transporta
tion, and communications projects, and re
gional training centers. 

It seems to the committee that an invest
ment of $200 million in the President's dis
cretion for purposes of peaceful economic 
development in Asia 1s at least as justified 
and worthwhile as the earlier investment of 
much larger sums in the President's discre
tion for purposes of military assistance and 
direct forces support. 

Mr. President, I have read from ex- · 
cerpts taken from the committee report. 
I believe, as I stated earlier this after
noon, that there are ample funds pro
vided elsewhere in the bill to take care of 
such developments as are proposed by the 
President, without h·is being allotted the 
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additional sum of $200 million. To say 
the least, my amendment seeks to cut a 
relatively small sum from the bill, and I 
hope the Senate will vote favorably on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, does the Senator from Georgia de"! 
sire time to speak in opposition to the 
amendment? If so, I yield him such time 
as he may desire. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I shall 
speak, unless some other Senator desires 
to speak. May I ask the Senator from 
Louisiana to what his amendment re
lates? Does it propose to eliminate the 
$200 million special fund? 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is all my 
amendment provides for. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, in the 
committee we gave to this particular pro
vision a great deal of consideration. It 
was the earnest desire of most members 
of the committee that the fund should 
not be in the form of a blank check, but 
there was no real opposition to providing 
the $200 million. 

I should like to say, Mr. President, 
there are a great many matters it is dif
ficult to explain, because they are not 
supposed to be talked about, since, if they 
were, there would be disclosed to an 
enemy, if there be an enemy, certain in
formation. But, beyond all doubt, the 
President will be called upon to do a great 
deal for Japan, and he will be able to do it 
primarily through this fund. 

We have restricted the use of the fund. 
We have required that at least $100 mil
lion of the total amount be used in the 
form of loans. Most of the money can 
be put out on the basis of commercial 
loans and in the case of Japan they would 
be good loans. 

We have restricted the use of the fund· 
further by providing that not more than 
25 percent of the $200 million shall be 
either granted or loaned to any one coun
try in the Asian area. Furthermore, the 
President is required every 6 months to 
report what he has done with the fund 
and how it has been used and expended. 

There are conditions in the Far East 
which, when they were explained to the 
committee in strictly executive session, 
as they had to be, seemed to the commit
tee to justify the grant of this additional 
sum of money to be used in the Asian 
area. 

Mr. President, I hope this provision 
will not be stricken from the bill. I re
f erred to Japan, because I thought that 
country could be mentioned with a de
gree of safety; but there are certain 
other purposes, which I am not at liberty 
to discuss on the floor of the Senate, for 
which the fund may be used in the Far 
East. 

I hope the amendment will not be 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Louisiana has 1 minute 
remaining to him. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
simply wish to say, in answer to my good 
friend from Georgia, that the $150 mil
lion special fund of the President which 
is now provided for by transfers from 
any of the Mutual Security programs 

could be used, I am sure, to the same 
extent and for the same purposes as 
could the $200 million of direct appro
priations provided in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has been either exhausted or yielded 
back. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered py the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER] on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce 

that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ], the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CLEMENTS], the Senator from Ar
kansas [Mr. FuLBRIGHT], the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. GORE]. the Sena
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN], the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. McCLEL· 
LAN]. and the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O'MAHoNEY] are absent on official 
business. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
KENNEDY] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. MUR
RAY] is absent by leave of the Senate to 
attend the International Labor Organi
zation meeting in Geneva, Switzerland. 

On this vote the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. CLEMENTS] is paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. MALONE]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Kentucky would vote "nay" and the 
Senator from Nevada would vote "yea." 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Mc
CLELLAN] is paired with the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEYJ. If 
present and voting, the Senator from Ar
kansas would vote "yea" and the Senator 
from Wyoming would vote "nay.'' 

I further announce that if present 
and voting, the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Fm.BRIGHT], the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN], the Senator 
from Masssachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY], 
and the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MURRAY] would each vote "nay." 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. ·1 announce that 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. AL
LOTT], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
BENDER], and the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. MALONE] are absent on official 
business. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
SCHOEPPEL] are absent by leave of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WAT
KINS] is absent on official business for 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is necessarily absent. 

If present and voting the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. ALLOTT], would vote 
"nay.'' 

On this vote, the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. MALONE] is paired with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. CLEMENTS]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Nevada would vote "yea" and the Sena
tor from Kentucky would vote "nay.'' 

The Senator from Kansas CMr. 
ScHOEPPEL] is paired with the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. BENDER]. If present and 
voting, the Senator from Kansas would 
vote "yea" and the Senator from Ohio 
would vote "nay." 

. '!'he result was announced-yeas 17, 
nays 63, as follows: 

Byrd 
Curtis 
Dworshak 
Eastland 
Ellender 
Goldwater 

Aiken 
Anderson 
Barkley 
Barrett 
Beall 
Bennett 
Bible 
Bricker 
Bush 
Butler 
Capehart 
Carlson 
Case, N. J. 
Cotton 
Daniel 
Dirksen 
Douglas 
Duff 
Ervin 
Flanders 
Frear 

YEAS-17 
Hruska 
Jenner 
Johnston, S. C. 
Langer 
Long 
Mansfield 

NAYs-63 

Russell 
Thurmond 
Welker 
Williams 
Young 

George Millikin 
Hayden Monroney 
Hennings Morse 
Hickenlooper Mundt 
Hill Neely 
Holland Neuberger 
Humphrey Pastore 
Ives Payne 
Jackson Potter 
Johnson, Tex. Purtell 
Kefauver . Robertson 
Kerr Saltonstall 
Kilgore Scott 
Know land Smathers 
Kuchel Smith, Maine 
Lehman Smith, N. J, 
Magnuson Sparkman 
Martin, Iowa Stennis 
Martin, Pa. Symington 
MGCarthy Thye 
McNamara Wiley 

NOT VOTING-16 
Allott Fulbright Murray 

O'Mahoney 
Schoeppel 
Watkins 

Bender Gore 
Bridges Green 
Case, S. Dak. Kennedy 
Chavez Malone 
Clements ' McClellan 

So Mr. ELLENDER's amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
submit an amendment which I send to 
the desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
STENNIS in the chair). The amend
ment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE_ CLERK. On page 12, 
in line 15, it is proposed to strike out 
"Not less than 50 percent of." . 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, will the Senator from Louisiana 
yield briefly to me? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I should like 

to state, for the information of the 
Senate, that some four or five amend
ments remain to be passed upon. I do 
not anticipate that there will be a yea
and-nay vote on more than one of them, 
and perhaps there will be a yea-and
nay vote on the question of final passage 
of the bill. 

So, Mr. President, if we obtain the 
cooperation of the Members, we should 
be able to end today's session a little 
after 8 p, m. 

I have an understanding with the 
Senator from Louisiana that I will yield 
back all my time on the amendment 
except for 2 minutes, on the condition 
that he will do the same. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is acceptable, 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Both 
sides have agreed to yield back all time 
available to them, with the exception of 
2 minutes each. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Louisiana is recognized 
for 2 minutes. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Let me say that I 
wish to cooperate with my good friend, 
the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. President, the amendment would 
strike out of the bill the words "not 
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less than 50 percent of." The amend
ment affects the $200 million we have 
been discussing. 

Under the bill, 50 percent of the $200 
million must be made by loan. My 
amendment will make the entire $200 
million available to the President, pro
vided all of it is handled on a loan basis. 
That is the object of the amendment, 
which I submit to the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield 1 minute to the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Georgia is recognized for 1 
minute. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. -:President, this 
amendment would make this fund un
available for the purposes for which the 
administration expects to use it in the 
Far East; in fact the amendment would 
utterly destroy the fund. We have al
ready restricted 50 percent to loans, but 
we have left the President with some 
power to dispose of 50 percent of it to 
meet emergency conditions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
available on the amendment has either 
been used or been yielded back. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Louisi
ana, on page 12, in line 15. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 

submit the amendment which I now send 
to the desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 7, it 
is proposed to strike out lines 3 to 12, 
inclusive, and to redesignate subsections 
(b) to (k), inclusive, as (a) to (j), re
spectively. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, as agreed to previously, I yield 
back all but 2 minutes of the time avail
able to me on the amendment, on the 
condition that the Senator from Louisi
ana will do likewise. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, that 
is agreeable to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
on the amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana has been yielded back, with 
the exception of 2 minutes for each side. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Louisiana is recognized for 
2 minutes. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, as I 
indicated awhile ago, in discussing the 
$200 million amendment, this amend
ment will eliminate the $100 million 
direct appropriation to the President's 
special fund which he could use at his 
discretion. 

Under the law as it now stands the 
President may use up to $150 million 
for those purposes he thinks particu
larly pressing, but he must take this 
money from other funds provided in the 
bill. The pending bill would eliminate 
this transfer authority as to $100 million 
of the $150 million, and make that 
amount available as new money, appro
priated directly to the President. 

I hope the Senate will accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, does the Senator from Georgia de
sire to speak?. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire only a minute, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield 1 
minute to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, within 
the year the President had to use money 
which he was able to borrow to hold 
Iran in being, standing next to Russia, 
face to face with Russia, and with no 
means in the world of defending herself. 
She would have gone to the Communist 
group if the President had not used a 
little money. This fund is the only avail
able fund he will have to use in any part 
of the world, except for transfers. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Is it not true that 

under the law as it now stands-without 
the benefit of the committee amend
ment-the President has the use of $150 
million, which he can take from other 
funds we are now authorizing? 

Mr. GEORGE. I think he may take 
some money from other funds, under 
certain circumstances. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is the law. 
Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

is exhausted or has been yielded back. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD at this point a brief state
ment concerning my amendment. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as fallows: 

President's special fund: Eliminates the 
$100 million of authorization for direct ap
propriation to the President's special fund, 
and retains provisions of existing law which 
permit the President to transfer from other 
mutual-security funds, up to $150 million, to 
be used by him "without regard to the re
quirements of this act (Mutual Security Act) 
or any other act for which funds are author
ized by this act, in furtherance of any of 
the purposes of such acts, when the Presi
dent determines that such use is important 
to the security of the United States." Not 
to exceed $100 mill1on can be spent on "any 
selected persons" who are residing in or 
escapees from behind the Iron Curtain. Up 
to $50 million can be spent by the Presi
dent without vouchers to substantiate the 
expenditures. 

The committee bill would appropriate $100 
million direct to the special fund, and con
tinue the President's authority to transfer 
funds from other programs, up to the sum of 
$50 million. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to further amendment. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I of
f er the amendment which I send to the 
desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK, On page 5, it 
is proposed to strike out lines 5 to 24, 
inclusive, and renumber the succeeding 
sections. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield back all my time except 2 
minutes, if that is agreeable to the Sen
ator from Louisiana. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
yield back all my time except 2 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
except 2 minutes on each side is yielded 
back. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I dis
cussed this amendment quite fully ear
lier in the day. As I stated this after
noon, when the Sentate first enacted the 
technical-aid program some years ago, 
the Senator from· Georgia [Mr. RussELL] 
offered an amendment which was accept. 
ed by Senator Connally, who was then 
chairman of the Foreign Relations Com
mittee, to the effect that under no condi
tions should any representative of our 
Government go to a foreign country and 
propose development schemes, and then 
promise to assist financially in the devel
opment of such schemes. 

Since the technical-aid program is 
worked in conjunction with the develop
ment aid provided for in this bill, it lends 
itself to the very abuse the Senate sought 
to eliminate by adopting the Russell 
amendment. We sought to do away 
with this possibility-a possibility which 
has now become a reality-that is, that 
the administrator of the fund might go 
to a certain country and propose to give 
financial assistance in connection with 
any project proposed if the country 
should sign an agreement for technical 
assistance. That is the way this fund 
might be used, and has been used in the 
past. Let me quote from page 10 of the 
committee report: 

The $1 million development-assistance pro
gram proposed for Nepal this year is intend
ed to supplement a technical-cooperation 
program and to begin meeting the needs for 
better transportation and communication 
facilities and for development of isolated 
areas. 

This is just one example, Mr. Presi
dent. I am sure there are more. 

I wish to emphasize that I am in full 
accord with our technical-aid program. 
But when point 4 is combined with de
velopment assistance, as it has been, and 
will be in the future, it no longer repre
sents a real technical-aid program as 
envisioned by the Congress. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that a further explanation of the 
amendment be printed in the RECORD at 
this point. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Amendment eliminating $165 million o! 
development assistance: 

The money is broken down as follows: 
Asia: 

India----------------------- $70, 000, 000 
Nepal_______________________ 1,000,000 

Total _____________________ 71,000,000 
Near East and Africa __________ 1 73,000, 000 
Western Hemisphere: 

Bolivia-------------~-------- 16, 000, 000 Guatemala ___________________ 5,000,000 

Total _____________________ $21,000,000 

1 Not allocated by countries. 

Uses by countries: 
India, $70 million: Thirty million dollars 

1n surplus agricultural commodities, the lo
cal currency proceeds from which will be 
used for local costs of irrigation, flood control 
and power projects (p, 9). 
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Other uses: Fertilizer ______________________ $4, 000, 000 
Deep irrigation wells____________ 4, 000, 000 
River valley development to as-

sist in further expansion of ir
rigation_____________________ 2, 000, 000 

Construction of electric power fa-cilities _______________________ 5, 000, 000 
Steel __________________________ 15,000,000 

Transportation, principally reha-
bilitation of Indian railways__ 6,000, 000 

Malaria controL-------------- 4, 000, 000 
Nepal, $1 mlllion: One million dollars will 

be used to supplement a technical coopera
tion program and to begin meeting the n~eds 
for better transportation and communica
tion facilities and for development of isolated 
areas (p. 9). .. 

Near East and Africa, $73 million: The 
existing situation in the Near East makes it 
inadvisable to specify the amounts of de
velopment assistance allocated to individual 
countries in that area" (p. 19). 

"In Egypt, program is designed to help the 
Egyptian Government carry out its overall 
10-year, $2 billion economic development 
plan which is aimed principally at achiev
ing maximum agricultural production, in
creasing the amount of arable land, expand
ing industrial production, and introducing 
new industries. United States assistance 
will consist chiefly of equipment for high
way construction and port improvement, and 
construction of grain silos, irrigation pump
ing stations, and powerplants" (p. 20). 

Israel: "Surplus agricultural commodities 
will account for a large part of the develop
ment assistance program, about half of 
which will probably be on a loan basis. Al
though Israel has made significant eco
nomic progress, and American assistance has 
been reduced, it ls not yet feasible to ter
minate that assistance" (p. 20). 

Lebanon: "The program would concen
trate on agricultural development, improve
ment of village water· supplies, and public 
roads. A primary object is to encourage lo- · 
cal capital formation through reducing the 
need for expenditures on food imports and 
through improving transportation facilities, 
It is contemplated that most of the assist
ance for Lebanon would be on a loan basis 
and that part of it would be in the form of 
commodities" (p. 20). 

Syria: "Although the United States has no 
agreements for either development assist
ance or technical cooperation in Syria, the 
bill includes funds for economic aid should 
Syria desire it in connection with unified 
planning of the project for utilizing the wa
ters of the Jordan and Yarmuk Rivers. 
Maximum use of this water for irrigation 
might prevent full development of its hydro
electric power potential in which case Syria 
might need external credit for thermal power 
development" (p. 20). 

Bolivia: $16 million: "The development 
assistance program for Bolivia for fiscal 1956 
includes $10 million in food and agricul
tural imports, principally bread grains ($7 
million) and fats and oils ($2 million), and 
$6 million in machinery and vehicles, 
chiefly agricultural and road-building 
equipment. Local currency accruing from 
the sale of the commodities will be used to 
carry out additional portions of the Bolivian 
development plan" (p. 21). 

Guatemala: "The development assistance 
authorization in the bill includes $5 million 
for Guatemala to be used principally for fi
nancing the construction of roads and other 
public-works projects. These activities will 
not only alleviate unemployment but should 
also stimulate economic activity generally 
by opening up hitherto isolated sections of 
the country. Part of the money will also be 
used for completion of Roosevelt Hospital 
in Guatemala City. The Committee has 
some doubts that the $5 million authoriza
tion in the bill for Guatemala is sufficient. 
It is possible, depending upon future devel-

opments, that perhaps as much as $10 million 
more may be required to help the Castillo 
Armas liberation government repair the eco
nomic damage left by the Communist re
gime. In this connection, the committee 
calls attention to the authorization in sec
tion 8 (a) of $100 m1llion for a world-wide 
contingency fund and urges the administra
tion not to hesitate to use this fund to pro
vide additional assistance to Guatemala, 
should such action prove necessary" (p. 21-
22). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield 1 minute to the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I 
thought everyone agreed that the tech
nical assistance program was a good pro
gram. It frequently happens that we 
go into a backward country and offer a 
small amount of money to obtain ma
terial in order to carry out the program 
if the country agrees on a certain project. 
Only a small amount of money is in
volved. 

The entire technical assistance pro
gram is not large. It is really pitiably · 
small when we consider the totals in
volved. 

I hope the amendment will be rejected. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
is exhausted or yielded back. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Er.LENDER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 

is open to further amendment. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I of

f er the amendment which I send to the 
desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 9, 
line 5, it is proposed to strike out "$65,-
000,000'' and insert $16,500,000." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, if we may have the same under
standing as before, I yield back all but 
2 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
on either side is yielded back, except for 
2 minutes. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, this 
amendment seeks to cut from the bill 
$48,500,000 from the total authorized to 
assist in providing new homes for Pales
tine refugees in Jordan. It was my priv
ilege to visit that place. While I admit 
that the places where the refugees live 
are awful, yet we are embarking on a 
program under which we put up 70 per
cent of two projects which will cost in 
excess of $150 million. 

I think we ought to draw the line 
somewhere--and now is the time to do it. 
I do not believe we shall ever satisfy the 
Arabs by building housing in Jordan. 
What they want, of course, is to return 
to Palestine. To my way of thinking, 
it is a waste of funds for us to obligate 
ourselves to spend as much as 70 percent 
of the cost of erecting this $150 million 
project. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to place in the RECORD at this point 
a further explanation of the amendment. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
UNITED NATIONS RELIEF AND WORKS AGENCY 

FOR PALESTINE REFUGEES IN THE NEAR EAST 
(UNRWA) 

· Eliminate $48,500,000 from total authorized 
for this agency, the amount representing the 
agency's assessment against the United States_ 
for commencing construction in 1956, of per
manent rehabilitation centers for Arab refu
gees. 

The agency has budgeted $61.5 million for 
these rehabilitation centers in fl.seal 1956, 
of which the United States would contribute 
$48.5 m1llion, or 70 1>ercent of the cost. 

The Ellender amendment would not touch 
the $16.5 million in the bill for the United 
States' contribution to UNRWA to carry on 
relief activities in fiscal 1956. The total an
nual cost to UNRWA is approximately $25 
million, with '-:he United States contribution 
in 1956 amounting to $16.5 million, or ap
proximately 60 percent. 

The committee report describes the perma
nent rehabilitation project as follows: "A 
permanent solution of the Arab refugee prob
lem can only be found through rehabilita
t ion and resettlement, and the committee 
has repeatedly expressed its deep concern 
over the lack of progress in this direction. 
The committee was therefore encouraged 
to learn that final negotiations are nearing 
completion for two large-scale resettlement 
projects. One of these will provide for 60,-
000 to 70,000 people in Sinai at an estimated 
cost of $50 million. The other is the Jor
dan River Valley development which will 
benefit about 150,000 refugees at an esti
mated cost of 90 m1llion. Both of these proj
ects will take a number of years to complete 
but the administration is hopeful that a start 
can be made on them during the course of 
fl.seal 1956, and UNRWA has tentatively budg
eted $61.5 million for this purpose. The com
mittee believes that if projects of this char
acter can be brought to fruition, a great con
tribution will have been made to reducing 
the tensions that now disturb the area. In 
view of the great benefits which woUld flow 
from such a development, 'the committee 
feels the United States contribution here pro
posed of 70 percent of the total is justified, 
but at the same time it believes that greater 
effort might be made to increase worldwide 
participation in the program" (pp. 31-32). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield to the Senator from 
Georgia such time as he may desire. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am 
sure it would not be wise to cut the 
very heart out of the refugee program. 
According to all the reports we receive, 
this program is just now beginning to 
become effective. Everyone knows more 
or less about the problems between 
Israel and the Arab countries. I cer
tainly hope that this refugee program 
will not be cut. It is purely a housing 
program, to take care of refugees who 
have no homes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has been used or yielded back. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I of

fer the amendment which I send to the 
desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Indiana will be stated. 
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The LEGISLAnVE CLERK. On page 14 

beginning with the word "Provided" i~ 
line 25, it is propcsed to strike out 
through the period in line 3 on page 15, 
and insert in lieu thereof the fallowing: 

Provided, That until January 1, 1956, not
withstanding the provisions of any other 
law, the employment of not to exceed 200 
persons at rates of basic. compensation in 
excess of the maximum scheduled rate of 
GS-9 of the Classification Act of 1949, as 
amended, transferred from the Foreign 
Operations Administration to any other 
agency pursuant to Executive order, may 
be terminated, but this authority shall not 
be applicable to persons entitled to veterans' 
preference for Federal Government employ
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Indi
ana [Mr. CAPEHART]. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I yield. 
Mr. KNOWLAND. I ask for the yeas 

and nays on this amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, if 

the Senator from Indiana will yield fur
ther, let me say that I had an amend
ment designated "6-1-55-A," but in view 
of the amendment offered by the dis
tinguished Senator from Indiana, I shall 
not offer my amendment tonight, but 
will support his amendment. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, this 
amendment would authorize a waiver of 
the civil-service laws with respect to the 
termination of employment of not to ex
ceed 200 persons with rates of basic com
pensation in excess of the maximum 
scheduled rate of GS-9 of the Classifi
cation Act of 1949, as amended, but 
would not authorize the waiver of vet
erans' preference laws. 
' The operations of the FOA are to be 
transferred to another agency under the 
State Department. I believe it is only 
fair and good business·practice and good 
business management to give the head 
of the new agency the right to terminate 
the services of at least 200 of approxi
mately 1,500 employees without refer
ence to civil-service laws. The employ
ees of the FOA are not career employees. 
They have been hired in the past few 
years. I know many of them. They 
are all sorts of people. I feel that in 
the best interest of economy and in the 
best interest of good management, and 
in the best interest of government, we 
ought to give the new director of the 
new agency, whoever he may be the 
right to reduce his force by 200 employ
ees. I cannot help but feel that that 
would be the proper procedure to follow. 

The administration has asked for this 
authority. The new director who would 
head the new FOA-type agency has re
quested this authority. The administra
tion is in favor of it. It seems to me 
to be good business to take the action 
suggested. 

I do not wish anyone to say that this 
proposal has any politics in it, because 
no politics is involved. I have not the 
slightest idea what the politics of any 
of these employees may be. However 
I believe we ought to give the new man~ 
agement--and that is what it amounts 

to--the right to dispense with the serv
ices of at least 200 of those now working 
for FOA. If we are ever to reduce the 
number of Federal employees, here is 
an opportunity to do so. 

I yield 3 minutes to the Senator from 
Iowa. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President 
I wish to make my position clear. I be~ 
lieve this amendment has great merit. 
It covers one of the most important 
elements of the bill, and that is the ad
ministration of our foreign operations. 
All the amendment would do would be 
to provide that when the new adminis
trator takes over-and we expect that 
the new agency will be reorganized some
what under the State Department-he 
will have an opportunity to dismiss 200 
of 1,500 employees who are in excess of 
the GS-9 classification. It would affect 
only 200 of 1,500 employees. Those em
ployees are presumedly in the top eche
lon, and it would be their responsibility 
to carry out the program. As I under
stand, there are four or five thousand 
persons in the agency, although I cannot 
give the exact number. 

It is unthinkable to me that an ad
ministrator would be asked to accept a 
responsibility for a vast undertaking of 
this kind, operating all over the world 
and not be given the right to change o; 
alternate or dismiss even one employee. 

I think the amendment is a reasonable 
one. I call the attention of Senators to 
the fact that when we took a look at the 
information program a few years ago 
we gave the new administrator of the 
new agency the same power over em
ployees above GS-9. No harm was done, 
but on the contrary, we got a better 
information program than we ever had 
before. The new administrator of the 
information agency was given the op
portunity to put some square pegs in 
square holes and some round pegs in 
the round holes. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. . I have only 3 
minutes. If I have some time left after 
I have made my statement, I shall be 
glad to yield. This is not only a reason
able amendment, Mr. President, but I 
think it is essential for the purpose of 
giving the administrator the respon
sibility, and the right to exercise the 
responsibility, of selecting at least many 
of the key personnel in his agency. It 
would affect only 200 out of 1,500 whose 
classification is above GS-9. 
. If I have any time remaining, I shall 
be glad to yield to the Senator from 
Washington. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I wonder whether 
the Senator from Indiana or the Sen
ator from Iowa would agree, for the 
purpose of the RECORD, that, if we per
mitted this change, appointments could 
be made without regard to political 
affiliations. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Does the Sen
ator ask that question in all seriousness 
or is it a facetious question? ' 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I am very serious. 
Mr. CAPEHART. I do not understand 

the question. 
Mr. MAGNUSON. I ask whether, re

gardless of political affiliation, the 

agency would then be free to appoint 
the employees. Can we agree to that? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I still do not un
derstand the question. What does the 
Senator mean? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I am trying to say 
that I would hope the agency would 
appoint at least 50 percent Democrats 
and 50 percent Republicans. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I said a moment ago 
that I did not have the slightest idea of 
who these employees are. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. The Senator would 
not object to a few Democrats being put 
in these jobs, would he? 

Mr. CAPEHART. The chances are 
that they are all Democrats now, because 
FOA has been in existence for many 
years. I have no particular objection 
though. ' 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I agreed to the last 
proposal when it was in the Committee 
O!l Appropriations, and we made a simi
lar change with reference to the Infor
mation Service. However, I have yet to 
find even one Democrat in that Service 
or in the State Department. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. I wish totes
tify to some personal knowledge on that 
point. I can assure the Senator that 
there are plenty of Democrats in the In
formation Service. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. In the State De• 
partment? 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. In the Infor
mation Service. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. This agency will be 
placed in the State Department. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Is the Senator 
naive enough to believe that the State 
Department is not filled with Democrats? 
The overwhelming number of employees 
in the State Department are Democrats. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. t have not known 
of even one being appointed in this ad
ministration. If the Senator will name 
~me Democrat who has been appointed 
m the State Department by this admin
istration I shall be glad to take back 
what I have said. I ask the Senator to 
name one Democrat who has been ap
pointed to the State Department under 
the Eisenhower administration. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. I can name 
dozens of them; but I do not have the 
names with me. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I am willing to go 
along in this instance as I did in the 
case of the Information Service when 
that matter came before the Committee 
on Appropriations; but I want the rec
ord to show that I hope this will not be 
a political patronage amendment. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. I am sure it 
will not be. That was the effect in the 
case of the Information Service. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. That is all I am 
asking. I do not want to offer an 
amendment to that effect. I merely wish 
to get the assurance of the Senator from 
Iowa and the Senator from Indiana that 
the amendment, if agreed to, will not op~ 
erate as a political patronage proposal. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I want to say that 
I was hopeful that politics would not 
enter into this matter. [Laughter.] It 
was not intended to be political. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I am not being po-
litical. I am asking for a fair share. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield?. 
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Mr. CAPEHART. I will yield myself 
1 more minute. Then I shall be glad 
to yield to other Senators. I should like 
to say that I was never more sincere in 
my life than when I offered the amend
ment. I did not have in mind that the 
new administr'.ltor would discharge or 
sever from the service Republicans or 
Democrats. It never entered my mind 
that he would hire either Democrats or 
Republicans. It did enter my mind that 
he ought to have the right to get rid 
of deadwood or employees he does not 
need or who are inefficient. My obser
vation has been-and I think it has been 
fairly extensive-that most of those who 
work for FOA never have been political 
and have never held political jobs. They 
come from business and from univer
sities all over the United States. Most 
of them do not even know whether they 
are Republicans or Democrats. That has 
been my observation of the people who 
work in that agency. Some Senators 
may feel that this amendment is polit
ical, but I certainly do not think so. If 
I had had that thought, or if I had 
thought that the administration was 
asking for this amendment in order to 
make it political, I would not have of
fered it. I do not think it is political 
at all. I yield to the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
distinguished Senator from Indiana give 
me assurances that at least one employee 
will be appointed from North Dakota? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Indiana yield for an 
insertion in the RECORD at this point. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I yield. 
Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the body of the RECORD a copy of a 
letter addressed to the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] by John Foster 
Dulles, Secretary of State, who support
ed language similar to that which I was 
going to off er in the form of an amend
ment. 

The amendment which I had intended 
to off er and which lies at the desk, as 
the distinguished Senator from Iowa 
has pointed out, would have provided 
authority in the new agency to termi
nate the employment of up to 1,500 em
ployees. When the distinguished Sen
ator from Indiana said he felt it would 
be a more reasonable request that the 
employment of not more than 200 could 
be terminated by the administrator, if 
the administrator felt it was necessary 
to do so for the proper administration 
of his agency, I thought, frankly, that 
that kind of amendment would be ac
cepted by the committee, particularly 
because the original language suggested 
by the state Department had been 
stricken in committee by a rather close 
vote, and I was still hopeful that perhaps 
the distinguished chairman of the com
mittee would be able to accept the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that both the letter I have re
f erred to and the text of my proposed 
amendment be printed in the RECORD, 
at this point. · 

· There being no objection, the letter 
and the amendment were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

MAY 18, 1955. 
The Honorable WALTER F. GEORGE, 

United States Senate. 
DEAR SENATOR GEORGE: I am advised that 

tn your committee hearings of the Mutual 
Security bill for the next fiscal year certain 
questions have been raised, or will be raised, 
concerning the administration of the mutual
security program for fiscal year 1956, pur
suant to the recent Executive order of the 
President and his letter to me of April 15, 
1955. As you know, the President's decision 
involves the continuation of the essential 
functions of the FOA through transfer of 
those functions to the Department of State 
and the Department of Defense. It is the 
purpose of this letter to outline to your 
committee what is intended with regard to 
the future administration of the Interna
tional Cooperation Administration, in order 
that your committee may have a basis for its 
decisions respecting certain provisions of the 
proposed legislation, including the provision 
for administrative expenses and the provi
sion involving the transfer of personnel from 
the FOA. 

As I said in my opening statement to the 
committee on May 5, I feel that the way in 
which these programs have been admin
istered under FOA has been admirable. I 
expressed the hope that when the functions 
are transferred to the State Department we 
can carry on with equal effectiveness. 

It ls my belief, which is shared by the 
President's nominee for Director of the In
ternational Cooperation Administration, Mr. 
John B. Hollister, that the present internal 
organization of FOA should be studied care
fully before any changes are made in it. In 
view of the importance of the programs 
which the International Cooperation Admin
istration will be responsible for executing, 
nothing should be done which might weaken 
the effectiveness of that Administration. It 
is possible that as the result of consolida
tions, eliminations, and personnel reduc
tions certain savings can be realized. It is, 
however, impossible at this time to estimate 
what the extent of such savings might be or 
even to indicate plans for consolidation, 
elimination, or personnel reduction. No 
reliable blueprint can be made prior to 
further study of the operation of the pro
gram in its new relationship to the Depart
ment of State. 

From this it follows that the estimate of 
administrative expenses for fiscal year 1956 
contained in the legislation before you is, in 
my judgment, a sound approximation. The 
estimate was prepared by the FOA and repre
sents an amount judged necessary to admin
ister the program presented in the Presi
dent's message of April 20, 1955. In the 
circumstances it seems to me that reliance 
should be placed upon Governor Stassen 's 
judgment in this respect. As you know, 
funds under the bill will be appropriated 
to the President, and the division of admin
istrative funds will follow the division of 
functions, including additional operating 
functions in the Department of Defense. 

Section 525 authorizes the administrator 
to terminate the services of employees grade 
GS-9 and above without regard to certain 
aspects of present law. The purpose of this 
section is to a.void widespread disorganiza
tion within the ICA should a reduction in 
force become necessary. This provision 
seems essential if the administrator ls to 
maintain an efficient organization with suffi
cient flexibility to take full advantage of its 
new relationship to the Department of State. 

Two years ago the. American personnel of 
the Department of State and Foreign Service 
were reduced by 13 percent, some 1,400 peo
ple. The process of the reduction resulted, 

however, in approximately 5,600 people being 
affected. For every person terminated three 
others were transferred between units, down
graded, or transferred between posts over
seas. For example, an economist in Singa
pore might bump an economist in London 
who had a secondary skill in accounting and 
thus might bump a fiscal officer in Brazil. 
This process went on for 10 months before 
reduction was complete. The morale of all 
employees was affected, none of whom were 
immune from its effect, regardless of ability. 
The actual cost to the Government to accom
plish the reduction, $3.8 million, was almost 
a half year's salary of the personnel it was 
necessary to terminate. 

The FOA is composed of numerous small 
units of· specialized personnel located not 
only in Washington, but in 60 foreign posts. 
Regular RIF procedures make little allow
ance for their individual abilities or for their 
background experience outside of govern
ment. These procedures are much more dis
ruptive to an organization of this character 
than to one which employs large numbers of 
employees in each of a more limited number 
of fields. 

It is intended in seeking this authority to 
avoid the sustained disruption of an organ
ization whose continued efficient functioning 
is of vital importance to the accomplishment 
of United States foreign policy. It would 
not be used in a manner which would over
ride the basic principles of maintaining 
skilled, experienced, and efficient personnel 
in the International Cooperation Adminis
tration. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN FOSTER Duu.Es. 

AMENDMENT INTENDED To BE PROPOSED BY 
MR. KNOWLAND 

On page 14, line 25, strike out all after 
the . word "Provided," through the word 
"Preference" on page 15, line 3, and insert in 
lieu thereof the following language: 

"That until January 1, 1956, notwith
standing the provisions of any other law, the 
employment of any person at a rate of basic 
compensation in excess of the maximum 
scheduled rate of GS-9 of the Classification 
Act of 1949, as amended, transferred from 
the Foreign Operations Administration to 
any other agency pursuant to Executive 
order, may be terminated, but this authority 
shall not be applicable to any person en
titled to veterans' preference for Federal 
Government employment." 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I 
yield a minute .to the Senator from Ver
mont [Mr. AIKEN]. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I am sup
Porting the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Indiana, because I think 
we should turn the functions of the mu
tual security program over to the armed 
services and the State Department in as 
good and clean a condition as may be 
possible. I am sorry that politics has 
been injected into the question, although 
I might have assumed it would be. I 
think most of the persons working for 
the FOA are probably neither strong 
Republicans nor Democrats. However, 
there are a few square pegs in round 
holes; there are undoubtedly a few mis
fit characters without whom, perhaps, 
the armed services and the State Depart
ment would be better off. The new ad
ministrator should have the right to 
clean up the outfit before undertaking to 
make it operate. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
MAGNUSON] asked if any Senator on this 
side of the aisle knew of a Democrat who 
had been hired by Mr. Stassen during 
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the past 2 years. I shoUld like to ask 
the senator from Washington if he 
knows of any Republican who has been 
hired within the past 2 years. Many of 
the employees have no strong political 
affiliations whatever. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I 
am not trying to be facetious or political 
in connection with the matter at all. 
I know that last year we did the same 
thing in the case of the Information 
Service. I know that during the. previous 
Democratic administrations we tried to 
put into the State Department, in the 
Information Service, as many competent 
persons as it might be possible to secure. 
The present administration has tried to 
clean out some square pegs from round 
holes. I agree with the Senator about 
that. But I have yet to see it take into 
the policymaking groups members of the 
opposite political party, as was done 
during the Democratic administration. 

I merely express the hope that if we 
adopt this amendment it will be entirely 
agreeable to Senators on the other side 
of the aisle that the appointees will not 
necessarily be cleared by the ~publican 
National Committee. 

Mr. AIKEN. If the amendment is 
adopted, I hope that the most competent 
persons will be kept, regardless of party 
affiliations. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I 
yield back my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, the Senator from Indiana has 
some 12 minutes remaining. If it is 
agreeable, I will yield back all my time 
except 12 minutes, if he yields back his 
time. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I should like to 
keep about 2 minutes, if there is any 
Senator who wishes to speak. If not, I 
yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield back all but 12 minutes. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I thought we were 
going to vote. Under the circumstances, 
I reserve 2 minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield to 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANS
FIELD] 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Indiana reserves 2 minutes. 

The Senator from Montana is recog
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, this 
amendment is an insult to Mr. Stassen 
who has come before the committee and 
told us he has reduced personnel in the 
almost 2 ½ years in which he has been 
Administrator of the FOA and of its 
predecessor, the Mutual Security Agency, 
to the extent of 30 percent. 

I think the new administration, which 
has been in power for almost 2 ½ years, 
has had plenty of time to weed out dead
wood. I am not going to be so naive as 
is the Senator from Indiana and say I 
do not think there is politics involved in 
the amendment, because there is. What 
the Republicans want are jobs. 

The amendment to the Mutual Secu
rity bill now under discussion, would em
power a department head to summarily 
dismiss 200 employees of FOA without 
veterans' preference in grades GS-10 and 
above who are - transferred. This is 
clearly an unwarranted invasion of the 
integrity of the civil-service program. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will 
the senator from Montana yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I shall be glad to 
yield when I have finished mY state
ment. 

There is no existing justification for 
such blanket disregard for the normal 
civil-service rights of Federal employees. 
The purpose can only be to permit the 
administration to replace personnel with 
new employees cleared by the Repub
lican National Committee. The grades 
involved are not limited to policy posi
tions. They go down sufficiently low 
that they would apply to ordinary rou
tine staff employees without any policy
determining functions. 

The first time a provision similar to 
this appeared in Federal law was in the 
State and Commerce appropriation bill 
for fiscal 1951. Senator McCARRAN pro
posed an amendment which permitted 
termination of employment in these 
Departments regardless of civil service 
or veterans' preference laws when found 
to be in the best interests of the United 
States. This power was considered 
necessary because of the national secu
rity situation and no other authority 
existed for summary dismissals in such 
situations. 

In 1953 the President issued Executive 
Order 10450, April 27. Under this order 
the Departments and agencies have full 
power to dismiss employees under cer
tain circumstances when required by 
national security interests. Since this 
time there has been no justification 
whatsoever for such blanket authority 

· as is now requested. 
In 1953 an effort was made again to 

insert this termination authority in the 
State-Justice-Commerce appropriation 
bills. Since the right to fire veterans was 
included, the veterans organizations im
mediately protested vigorously and 

· pointed out that the power was no longer 
needed since the issuance of Executive 
Order 10450. On a rollcall vote the ef
fort was defeated. This year the at
tempt is changed. Veterans are to be 
excluded--obviously in order to avoid 
the powerful interference of veterans 

. organizations. In addition, the authori
ty to dismiss is not even conditioned by 
the customary. limitation that it must be 
in the best interests of the United States. 
This attempt to destroy the proper pro-

. tections of the civil-service system for 
relatively low-level Federal employees 

. should be defeated. It is a patently un
necessary and partisan project. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield to the Senator from Min
nesota [Mr. HUMPHREY] 5 minutes. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, 1 
think the logical argument in rebuttal 
to the argument made by the Senator 
from Indiana, the Senator from Iowa, 
and the Senator from Vermont has al
ready been made; but I feel that the 
record shcmld be clear. 

The amendment offered by the Sena
tor from Indiana does not provide for the 
reduction of personnel in the Foreign 
Operations Administration. There were 
those who listened and who heard words 
to the effect that the proposal would 
reduce-and I took down the exact 
words-would reduce the number by 200. 

Not at all. What it will do will be to 
· prepare the way for the dismissal of 200 
persons who have been trained at Gov-

. ernment expense, for whose training the 
Government has spent thousands upon 
thousands of dollars, and to open up 
those 200 positions and make 200 jobs 

· available for Republicans. That is ex
actly what it will do. 

If Senators wish to call the amendment 
what it really is, then let us say that it 

· is a part of a full employment program 
for the precinct organizations of the Re
publican Party. That is exactly what 
the amendment amounts to. There is no 
use trying to disguise the proposal at all. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 

At the same time, will it not throw fear 
into 1,500 persons, all of whom will be
lieve that they will be dismissed? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I say to my good 
friend from South Carolina that the 
amendment certainly offers that possi
bility. 

I feel that the Senator from Indiana 
is much more charitable in a bipartisan 

· way than was the State Department. 
I wish the State Department would rec
ognize today that the bill which they 
favor, the administration bill, which has 
had to be defended on the floor, has had 
more support from this side of the aisle 
than from the other side. 

I wish the State Department would 
be a little more charitable when it comes 
to the matter of preserving the merit 
system and the civil-service system in 
the operation of the law. 

If it is desired to have a bipartisan 
foreign policy-and that is a wish I 
heard expressed day after day from the 
White House and the Secretary of 
State-then let bipartisanship be taken 
out of the personnel administration of 
the policy. 

This is a blatant, open attempt to try 
to provide the Foreign Operations Ad
ministration, under a new administra
tor-who, by the way, is a known Re
publican, having a record of not too 
much sympathy toward even the objec
tives of the program-an opportunity to 
give 200 top jobs to the new adminis
trator. 

I agree with what the junior Senator 
from Montana has said. If Mr. Stassen, 
President Eisenhower, and Secretary 
Dulles, along with all the corps of assist
ants of the White House and the State 
Department, have not been able for 2 ½ 
years-almost 3 years-to clear out the 
so-called square pegs in round holes, or 
vice versa, there is no use trying to patch 
up the situation now. If they have not 
been able to do the job which was neces-

. sary to be done to get rid of those who 
are "unfit and undesirable," then I say 
it is hopeless to try to give them addi
tional authority. 

What we should do is to stand up and 
protect the civil service, veterans' pref
erence, and merit system. Any policy job 
can be .filled under schedule C as an out
right political appointment. Every Sen
ator knows that to be so. Furthermore, 
any incompetent person can be dis
missed. Furthermore, as the Senator 
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from Montana has pointed out, any em
ployee who is declared to be unfit or un
desirable in terms of the national secu
rity can be summarily dismissed without 
a hearing. 

Moreover, I might point out, quite can
didly, that the administrative expenses 
provided for in this bill do not contem
plate any reduction in force. For the 
administrative cost of operation of the 
FOA the bill provides some $400,000 more 
this year for employment than was pro
vided last year. 

So it is pretty obvious, I may say to 
my friends who wish to get economy into 
the bill, that no economy is provided in 
terms of personnel administration. Four 
hundred thousand dollars more is pro
vided for administrative costs. I sub
mit that no Member present can prove 
that the employment rolls will be re
duced by one person. What will be done 
will be to discharge trained personnel 
and to bring in more of Operation Rein
deer. Trained personnel in the field, 
persons who have traveled around in 
their work on the program, will be dis
charged. They will be replaced by per
sons who will say, "My! I would like to 
see Washington," or maybe Iraq, or may
be India, and maybe Afghanistan. 

I honestly feel it is about time that 
the trained, experienced talent was used. 
If it has not been possible to train a 
cadre of competent public officials since 
the beginning of the mutual security 
program, the program ought to be 
stopped now. This is not the time to 
interfere with the integrity of the serv
ice which has made this program 
possible. 

Mr. President, that is all I have to say. 
I think we ought to set a good example 
by protecting the integrity of the civil 
service merit system of our Government. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Minnesota, in my opinion, 
was never more wrong in his life. The 
amendment does not affect veterans' 
preference, in spite of the fact that there 
has been an intimation by at least two 
able Senators that it does. They know 
that the question of veterans' preference 
is not affected at all. 

There is not a single Senator who does 
not know that good business practice 
dictates that when the Foreign Opera
tions Administration is transferred to 
the Military Establishment and to the 
Secretary of State, not nearly so many 
employees will be needed. Good busi
ness dictates such a policy to each and 
every one of us, regardless of how we 
may feel politically. All that is sought 
to be done in this instance is to give the 
head of the Department the right to 
reduce the personnel by not less than 
200, without reference to the civil 
service. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr.CAPEHART. !yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Does not the Depart

ment already have the right to dismiss 
any surplus employees? 

Mr. CAPEHART. It does not, if the 
employees are under civil service. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It is my understand
ing that if a Department has more em
ployees than it needs, it can dismiss 
them. 

'Mr. CAPEHART. Not under civil 
service. In other words, what is sought 
to be done is to get some efficiency in 
government, and to reduce personnel and 
expenses. 

I again wish to say that when I offered 
the amendment, I had no idea that a 
political football would be made of it, as 
has been done today. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield so much of the remaining 
time as he may desire to the distin
guished chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not 
desire to take much time to discuss the 
amendment. It was considered very 
thoroughly in the committee. I do not 
remember the exact vote by which· the 
provision was stricken from the bill, but 
substantially this amendment was elimi
nated from the bill by a vote of 7 to 4, 
according to my recollection. 

The amendment would not reduce the 
number of persons employed in the 
agency. The Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. HUMPHREY] is quite correct when 
he points out that the actual adminis
trative cost or overhead cost will be 
greater under the bill this year than it 
was last year. According to Governor 
Stassen's statement to us, there have 
been reductions in force of about 30 per
cent during the 2 or 2 ½ years in which 
he has been connected with the organi
zation. 

The amendment would not reduce the 
number of employees. It would not cut 
down or save expense. It would do but 
one thing, in the opinion of the commit
tee, and that is to shake the confidence 
of persons in the civil service in the in
tegrity of that service, because certainly 
the amendment, if adopted, would be a 
morale shaker, whereas that would not 
be the case if the integrity of the civil 
service system were preserved by the re
jection of the amendment. Therefore, I 
hope the amendment will be defeated. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote! Vote! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

has expired. The question is on agree
ing to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART]. 
The yeas and nays having been ordered, 
the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce 

that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ], the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CLEMENTS], the Senator from Ar
kansas [Mr. FULBRIGHT], the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. GORE], the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN], the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. McCLEL
LAN], and the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O'MAHONEY] are absent on official 
business. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr; 
KENNEDY] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. MUR
RAY] is absent by leave of the Senate to 
attend the International Labor Organi
zation meeting in Geneva, Switzerland. 

On this vote, the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. CLEMENTS] is paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. MALONE]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Kentucky would vote ''nay" and the 
Senator from Nevada would vote "yea." 

I further announce that if present and 
voting the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
FuLBRIGHT], the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. GREEN], the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY], the Sen
ator from Montana [Mr. MURRAY], and 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] would each vote "nay." 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. ALLOTT], 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BENDER], 
and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. MA
LONE] are absent on official business. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
ScHOEPPEL] are absent by leave of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WAT
KINS] is absent on official business for 
the Comm!ttee on the Judiciary. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is necessarily absent. 

If present and voting, the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. ALLOTT], the Sena
tor from Ohio [Mr. BENDER], the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. CASE], and the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. ScHOEPPEL] 
would each vote "yea.'' 

On this vote, the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. MALONE] is paired with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. CLEMENTS]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Nevada would vote "yea," and the Sena
tor from Kentucky would vote "nay.'' 

The result was announced-yeas 40, 
nays 40, as follows: 

Aiken 
Barrett 
Beall 
Bennett 
Bricker 
Bush 
Butler 
Capehart 
Carlson 
Case, N. J. 
Cotton 
Curtis 
Dirksen 
Du1f 

Anderson 
Barkley 
Bible 
Byrd 
Daniel 
Douglas 
Eastland 
Ellender 
Ervin 
Frear 
George 
Hayden 
Hennings 
Hill 

Allott 
Bender 
Bridges 
Case, S. Dak. 
Chavez 
Clements 

YEAS-40 
Dworshak 
Flanders 
Goldwater 
Hickenlooper 
Hruska 
Ives 
Jenner 
Knowland 
Kuchel 
Langer 
Martin, Iowa 
Martln,Pa. 
McCarthy 
M1111kin 

NAYB-40 
Holland 
Humphrey 
Jackson 
Johnson, Tex. 
Johnston, S. O. 
Kefauver 
Kerr 
Kilgore 
Lehman 
Long 
Magnuson 
Mansfield 
McNamara 
Monroney 

Mundt 
Payne 
Potter 
Purtell 
Saltonstall 
Smith, Maine 
Smith, N. J. 
Thye 
Welker 
Wiley 
W111iams 
Young 

Morse 
Neely 
Neuberger 
Pastore 
Robertson 
Russell 
Scott 
Smathers 
Sparkman 
Stennis 
Symington 
Thurmond 

NOT VOTING-16 
Fulbright 
Gore 
Green 
Kennedy 
Malone 
McClellan 

Murray 
O'Mahoney 
Schoeppe1 . 
Watkins 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 40 ,-and the nays are 
40. So, the amendment is rejected. 

The bill is open to further amendment. 
Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, I have 

an amendment at the desk, which I ask 
to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the amendment. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 7, it 
is proposed to strike out lines 13 and 
14 and insert the following: 

(b) In section 402, after the word "used" 
in the first sentence, insert "during the fiscal 
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year 1955, and not less than $300 million shall 
be used during the fisc_al year 1956,". 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, I hope 
to be very brief. I have been joined in 
offering the amendment by the junior 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
YoUNG] and the junior Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. HUMPHREY]. 

The amendment will reiterate the po
sition expressed a year ago by the Sen
ate, when it adopted an amendment 
providing that not less than $350 million 
of these funds shall be used for the dis
posal abroad of surplus agricultural 
products and products made therefrom. 

I wish to commend the FOA for a very 
good job which has been done this year 
in that regard. They not only fulfilled 
the mandate of the Senate and of the 
Congress, but they have actually spent 
$374 million, or allocated $374 million, of 
these funds in that manner; and it is 
planned to have $381 million of them 
allocated in this manner by the end of 
the fiscal year. 

I have had a talk with the chairman 
of the Foreign Relations Committee, and 
I believe it is agreeable to him to have 
adopted this language which calls for 
$300 million of the funds in the coming 
fiscal year to be used for the disposal of 
surplus agricultural products. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I un
derstand that this amendment will not 
increase the total authorizations car
ried by the bill. 

Mr. MUNDT. It will not. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the ef

:fect of the amendment is to utilize $350 
million for the exportation of surplus 
farm· commodities. The amendment i's 
agreeable to the chairman of the com
mittee; and if I have a right to do so, I 
shall be glad to accept the amendment. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, I certain
ly have no desire to make a speech; I de
sire only to have my amendment adopt
ed. This bill is based on the concept 
that the United States should help 
others to help themselves. My amend
ment carries this concept one step for
ward by doing something helpful for 
American agriculture, thus helping our
selves to help others to help themselves. 
American agriculture needs this added 
shot in the arm and our friends can use 
our foods and fabrics abroad quite as 
well as they can use our money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment of the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

bill is open to further amendment. 
Mr. MAGNUSON obtained the floor. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR APPROPRIA
TIONS COMMITTEE TO REPORT 
BILLS AND FILE NOTICES OF MO:. 
TIONS DURING RECESS OF THE 
SENATE 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas . . Mr. Presi

dent, will the Senator from Washington 
yield briefly to me? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I ask unanimous -consent that the 

Appropriations Committee may be au
thorized to report bills and file notices 
of motions to suspend the rule during 
the recess of the Senate, following to
day's session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, what 
was the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is re
quested by the Senator from Texas that 
the Appropriations Committee may be 
authorized to report bills and file notices 
of motions to suspend the rule during 
the recess of the Senate. 

Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Texas? The Chair hears 
none. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

MUTUAL SECURITY ACT OF 1955 
The Senate resumed the consideration 

of the bill (S. 2090) to amend the Mutual 
Security Act of 1954, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I 
off er the amendment which I send to the 
desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 4, 
line 2, it is proposed to strike out "sub
section" and insert in lieu thereof "sub
sections." 

On page 4, line 14, it is proposed to 
strike out the quotation mark. 

On page 4, between lines 14 and 15, 
it is proposed to insert the following new 
subsection: 

( d) In providing assistance in the pro
curement of commodities in the United 
States, United States dollars shall be made 
.available !or marine insurance on such com
modities where such insurance is placed on 
a competitive basis in accordance with nor
mal trade practice prevalllng prior to the 
outbreak of World War II: Provided, That in 
the event a participating country, by statute, 
decree, rule, or regulation, discriminates 
against any marine insurance company au
thorized to do business in any State of the 
United States, then commodities purchased 
with funds provided hereunder and destined 
for such country shall be insured in the 
United States against marine risk with a 
company or companies authorized to do a 
marine insurance business in any State of 
the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the Senator from Washington. 

The Senator from Washington is rec
ognized. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, will the Senator from Washington 
yield to me? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I desire to 

make a brief announcement. I hope all 
Senators will remain in the Chamber, for 
there are only two more minor amend
ments to be acted upon, and then we 
shall have the yea-and-nay vote on the 
question of the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the 

Senator from Washington yield to me? 
Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr. GEORGE. Let me say that I shall 

be glad to accept the amendment, insofar 
as I have a right to do so as chairman of 

the committee, and to take the amend
ment to conference, where the matter 
can be examined. The amendment will 
not add in any way to the expense or cost 
of the bill, as I understand. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I 
should like to state only one sentence in 
regard to the amendment: It is the hope 
of those of us who propose the amend
ment that the Senate will make it per
missive to allow the American marine 
insurance companies to participate and 
to bid. I hope that in conference the 
conferees will agree to include this lan
guage, which is proposed in order to 
achieve that goal. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that a statement explaining the 
amendment may be printed at this point 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR MAGNUSON 

I am offering an amendment to the Mu
tual Security bill now before us in hope of 
providing for our American marine insur
ance companies the right to compete on 
equal basis with foreign insurance com
panies for the business of insuring foreign
aid shipments. 

Under the law as it ls now interpreted by 
the officials o! our mutual aid organization 
dollars are not allocated for payment of 
.marine insurance on foreign-aid shipments 
unless they are requested by the recipient 
country. American insurance agencies have 
tried unsuccessfully to get a fair share of 
this business but because of discrimination 
against them by the recipient countries in 
favor of their own companies, they have 
!ailed in their efforts. 

This has deprived the American marine 
insurance market from opportunity to com
pete !or some of this business and the Mu
tual Security organization has refused their 
request to change the regulations so that 
dollars will be available to pay the insurance 
premiums to Americans. 

There seems to be no other recourse left 
except to include in this legislation a pro
vision that dollars shall be made available 
for marine insurance on commodities 
shipped where the insurance ls placed on 
a competitive basis in accordance with nor
mal practices prevailing before World 
War II. 

I am, therefore, offering the amendment 
which also provides that where a partici
pating country by statute, decree, rule or 
regulation discriminates against any marine 
insurance company licensed to do business 
in the United states the commodities pur
chased with funds advanced under the pro
gram shall be insured in the United States 
against marine risks with a company au
thorized to do business in the United States. 

It seems only fair that our marine insur
ance companies be given the same right to 
bid on the insurance on foreign-aid ship
ments as companies from other parts of the 
world enjoy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment of the Senator from Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 

is open to further amendment. 
Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, I 

offer and send to the desk an amend
ment proposed by me, on behalf of my
self, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MORSE] and the senior Senator from In
diana [Mr. CAPEHART]. I ask that the 
amendment be stated. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 5, 
in line 18, it is proposed to strike out 
"$21,000,000" and to insert in lieu there
of "$38,000,000." 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, I 
have discussed the amendment with tll.,e 
able chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee and with other members of 
the committee. It is my understanding 
that they have no objection to the 
amendment. It is designed to change 
the flow of funds from the contingency 
fund into a specific development assist
ance authorization for Bolivia, Guate
mala, and Haiti, where today emergency 
conditions exist. It is essential that a 
specific authorization for these areas be 
made, rather than having to rely on the 
contingency fund which may or may not 
be available. There is a definite need for 
a specific additional authorization of 
$10 million for Guatemala and $4 mil
lion for Bolivia, as well as an authori
zation of $3 million for Haiti to enable 
those countries to cope with the exist
ing emergency conditions. The amend
ment merely makes it definite that these 
funds are to be used for these three 
countries of Latin America, so that it 
will not be necessary to rely contingency 
fund under the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Florida yield to me? 

Mr. SMATHERS. I yield. 
Mr. GEORGE. I desire to state that 

I will accept the amendment. I am sure 
that out of other funds, funds in slightly 
increased amounts will be provided for 
the three countries in question. 

But if the amendment is agreed to, it 
will become certain that no contingency 
under which they would not get some 
slight increases will arise. 

The increased amount would go to Bo
livia, Guatemala, and Haiti, which have 
suffered very severe storm damage with
in the past few months. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment submitted by the Senator from 
Florida, on behalf of himself, the Sen
ator from Oregon, and the Senator from 
Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The -PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 

is open to further amendment. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 

offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 15, 
line 24, it is proposed to strike out "sec
tion" and insert "sections." 

On page 16, after line 15, it is proposed 
to insert the following: 

SEC. 549. Statement of congressional policy: 
It is the sense of the Congress that inas• 
much as--

(1) the United States, through mutual
security programs, has made substantial 
contributions to the economic recovery and 
rehabilitation of the nations of Western 
Europe; 

(2) due in part to those programs, it has 
been possible for such nations to achieve 
complete economic recovery and to regain 
their military strength; and 

( 3) certain other friendly nations of the 
world remain in need of assistance in order 

that they may defend themselves against 
aggression and contribute to the security of 
the free world-
those nations that have been assisted in 
their recovery should, in the future, share 
with the United States the financial burden 
of providing aid to those countries which 
are still in need of assistance of the type 
provided under this act. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Louisiana is recognized. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Louisiana will yield to 
me--

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. GEORGE. Let me say that I am 

sure the amendment is not objectionable. 
It merely calls upon the countries which, 
through our aid programs, have gotten 
on their feet, to participate with us in 
our efforts to be of service to Asian 
countries. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes; that is the pur
pose of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
ELLENDER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to have printed at 
this point in the RECORD an explanation 
of the amendment. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR ELLENDER 

The amendment I have just offered does 
not affect the funds in this bill; it pertains 
only to the bill's philosophy, its approach, 
if you please. This amendment only states 
that it is the sense of the Congress that 
the administration of this program-which 
concerns the mutual safety of the entire 
free world-should be a cooperative pro
gram, with our allies assisting the United 
States in extending a helping hand to those 
less fortunate than ourselves. 

We have seen the Marshall plan come to 
an end; today, Europe is well and prosperous. 
No.w, it ls time for our European allies to 
join forces with the United States in build
ing an even stronger shield against Com
munist infiltration of underdeveloped coun
tries. 

I do not believe this is a selfish attitude 
for us to take. The title of the bill now 
before us ls "The Mutual Security Act of 
1955." The emphasis is not on security alone, 
but upon mutual security. The programs 
it authorizes are advanced as being bene
ficial not only to the United States, but to 
all nations of the free world. The expendi
ture of funds for development assistance, 
defense support, direct forces support, and 
technical assistance ( as well as direct mili
tary aid) has been advanced as necessary 
not only to the security of the United States 
of America, but to the security of France, 
Britain, Belgium, the Netherlands, Italy, and 
other members of the community of free na
tions. Since this is a mutually advantageous 
program, the burdens of financing it should 
be spread among all those nations which it 
seeks to benefit. Let me add that this in
cludes the direct beneficiaries of our bounty, 
as well as others. 

I cannot urge the Senate too strongly to 
accept this amendment and embody in this 
legislation the philosophy I have just out
lined. I frankly feel that such action ls long 
overdue, but merely because we have failed 
to so act in the past is no reason for our fall
ing to act today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to further amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed at 
this point in the RECORD a statement I 
have prepared. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR DoUGLAS 

I am glad to see that the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee has approved authori
zations for development assistance in the 
Near East, Africa, and Asia. I hope that 
these authorizations will be approved in this 
Chamber. There has been a regrettable 
tendency to disparage and minimize the 
imJ?ortance and value of these development 
assistance programs. But as I pointed out in 
the Senate in a longer speech on April 1 o!' 
this year, the record will show that our eco
nomic aid to countries that have needed it 
has strengthened and stabilized their econ
omies, toughened their resistance to commu
nism and enlarged the area of free world 
friendship. 

There is now an increasing volume of 
evidence showing the effectiveness of these 
programs. There is an excellent example in 
the case of Israel, to which I wish to refer in 
a little more detail today. The testimony 
and the evidence furnished to the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee show how 
American aid has helped that little country 
to make substa.ntial progress toward eco
nomic independence. I point to this rec
ord with some satisfaction because 4 years 
ago, I took the initiative in introducing 
legislation to grant Israel financial assist
ance. Up until 1951, Israel was not included 
in our overseas assistance programs, although 
she was struggling against very great odds 
to establish her economy and at the same 
time to receive and resettle more than 
600,000 Jewish refugees who poured into the 
country from all parts of the globe in the 
first 3 years of its existence. 

I was joined in that legislation by the late 
Senator Robert A. Taft, the distinguished 
Republic~n floor le~der, and by 34 other 
Members of this body. Senator Taft and I 
differed on many issues, but here we were in 
agreement. Both of us felt that the entire 
foreign aid program was too large at that 
time and had to be reduced for the economic 
safety of our own country. At the same time 
both of us felt that the Department of State 
had not responded adequately to Israel's ap
peal for help. A majority of the Congress 
agreed on this issue. The facts confirmed 
our judgment. In that year more than 
200,000 immigrants entered Israel. There 
was a scarcity of everything that was needed 
to keep these new immigrants alive. They 
were unable to produce enough for their own 
needs, · they had . little left for export, and 
they lacked the dollars to buy the barest 
necessities of life. Israel's trade deficit that 
year was well over $300 million. 

The Congress helped Israel in a concrete 
way in the 1952 MSA appropriation. We 
gave her $65 million. It was a small part of 
what she needed, but it literally saved her 
from utter financial chaos. 

Some Members of the Senate were skepti
cal about our program that year. They had 
the friendliest attitude toward the people of 
Israel, but they were afraid that Israel could 
never be on a sound, self-sustaining basis. 
The question was put to me in the hearings 
before the Senate Foreign Relations Com
mittee and I replied: 

"There are some who think that they could 
not develop a sufficient agricultural and in
dustrial base. My point ls that they have 
made a very plucky try so far and that they 
ought to be given a chance and that they 
have a very good prospect of making a suc
cess of this." 
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The record in succeeding years shows that 

this optimism was justified. In the follow
ing year the State Department took a more 
realistic view of Israel's tremendous needs, 
and without any prompting from the legis
lative branch recommended a $72.8 million 
authorization, which was granted. 

Israel made good use of this money. It has 
absorbed most of the refugees and many of 
them are now self-supporting. It has ex
panded its agricultural and industrial plant 
and it is producing an increasing share of 
the food for its table and its every-day needs 
for clothing and shelter. Imports have been 
coming down and exports have been rising. 

If I may be permitted to cite economic 
data furnished by the administration-I 
would like to quote from the President's 
report on the MSP for the period ending 
December 31, 1954. He informed Congress: 

"The Israeli governmc,mt's program to sta
bilize its foreign exchange and debt position 
produced measurable results by the end of 
1954. The upward swing in its external in
debtedness was brought to a halt, and much 
of its short-term debt was successfully re
funded. Increased industrial and agricul
tural production brought a substantial rise 
in export revenues and assisted the drive to 
reduce import requirements, particularly 
for food. As a result, Israel's trade gap was 
appreciably narrowed in 1954, although it 
still was estimated at about $210 million. 

"United States aid under the Mutual Se
curity Program has been only a part of the 
worldwide assistance which Israel has re
ceived since its establishment, and the strik
ing economic gains in the country have been 
produced primarily by the driving energies 
of the Israelis themselves. Nonetheless, 
our aid measures have formed a significant 
part of Israel's progress and have contributed 
importantly toward the maintenance of a 
going national economy. United States de
velopment assistance and technical coopera
tion have played a major role in the tripling 
of the land area under irrigation since the 
state was founded, in the doubling of agri
cultural and industrial production and 
power-generating capacity, the reduction in 
the trade deficit by $75 million in 3 years, 
and the settlin_g of nearly 700,000 immigrants 
in permanent or semipermanent quarters." 

The FOA has considered it possible to re
duce our assistance program to Israel. The 
$72.8 million figure in 1953 was reduced to 
$53.5 m1llion in 1954 and to $40 million in 
the current fiscal year-half of it loan and 
half of it surplus agricultural commodities. 

In the program now pending before the 
Senate, the administration plans to reduce 
the amount of assistance for Israel still fur
ther. 

Israel's progress has been most reassuring 
to her many friends in this country. We 
hope that it will be continued. Nevertheless, 
it would be a mistake if our aid program to 
Israel were cut too sharply or too rapidly. 
I call your attention once again to President 
Eisenhower's report to Congress. He said: 
"Despite its growing achievements, Israel 
continues to face a troublesome financial 
situation. Its trade deficit of over $200 mil
lion and external debt of over $400 million 
make it most difficult for it to pay from its 
own resources for the essential commodities 
and capital items needed to sustain an ade
quate rate of developlll'ent. • • •" 

Drastic cuts at this stage could have an 
adverse result-they could arrest develop
ment and prove expensive in the long run. 

I am also glad to see that we have been 
carrying on a constructive program of eco
nomic and technical assistance in some of 
the Arab countries. In my judgment, this 
is the one sound way to win the Arab peoples 
to the cause of the West, and I am particu
larly encouraged to read in the report of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee the news 
that some progress may soon be made to 
bring about the resettlement of a substan
tial number of the Arab refugees. The com-

mittee has informea us, on page 31, that 
final negotiations are nearing completion for 
two large-scale resettlement projects. One 
would provide for 60,000 to 70,000 people in 
Sinai, while the other will benefit about · 
150,000 in the proposed Jordan Valley devel .. 
opment. If a start can be made on both 
projects in the ne1't 12 months, this admin
istration will be entitled to congratulations. 

On the other hand, I deeply regret that 
this administration thinks it necessary to 
grant military assistance to Arab countries 
prior to an Arab-Israel peace. 

The transcript of the Foreign Relations 
Committee hearings on this legislation shows 
us that military assistance is now being 
given to Iraq. 

We have a military assistance agreement 
with Iraq and funds are available from unex
pended balances not included in this bill. 
We do not have any positive assurances that 
military aid will not be extended to other 
Arab countries in coming months. So far as 
we know, no military aid is going to Israel
although that country requested help from 
us 40 months ago, when it officially informed 
us that it was ready to join in our western 
plans for the defense of the free world. 

The arms program for Iraq is a dangerous 
gamble and could have disastrous conse
quences. I note that Mr. Stassen testified 
on this question before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. I call attention to his 
remarks on page 47, where he asserted that 
we are not furnishing any arms to Israel or 
to any country that borders on Israel. Ap
parently the administration feels that it is 
safe to send arms to Iraq since that country 
does not border on Israel. 

But the absence of a common frontier 
does not remove either the physical or the 
psychological dangers that lurk in this pol
icy. Iraq has the closest ties with Jordan, 
which does have a common frontier with 
Israel, and which, incidentally, gets arms 
from our ally, Britain. The lack of a com
mon frontier didn't prevent Iraq from de
claring war against Israel in 1948 and from 
sending its soldiers to join other Arab armies 
in their unsuccessful invasion of that coun
try. Iraq was always the ideological leader 
in the Ara.b struggle to prevent the establish
ment of Israel, and this is not surprising, 
because Iraqi leaders came under Nazi influ
ence in the 1930's. It is a melancholy fact 
that Iraq was the one state in the Middle 
East where the Nazis were able to stage a 
pro-Nazi coup during World War n. I say 
melancholy because the record does not 
heighten our confidence in the reliability or 
responsibility of the state we have singled 
out as the recipient of our arms in this re
gion. The ideological unreliability of Iraq 
has been notorious. And equally conspicu
ous was the weakness of the Iraq Army which 
was quickly overwhelmed by the British in 
1941, and which did not cover itself with 
glory in the war against Israel in 1948. 

Iraq's attitude toward Israel and the 
Jewish people has been so bitterly hostile 
that Iraq has never abandoned its war 
against Israel and to this day it refuses to 
sign an armistice agreement with that 
country. The Jewish community of Iraq
a victim of pogroms back in 1941-was 
forced to leave Iraq in a mass exodus in 1951. 
I spoke earlier of the fact that we voted 
economic aid to Israel in that year because 
of its refugee problem. It was during that 
same period that 120,000 Jewish refugees 
came there from Iraq-virtually all the mem
bers of one of the oldest Jewish commu
nities in history. In April 1951, in the very 
month that Senator Taft and I introduced 
our bill providing financial assistance for 
Israel, 30,000 Jewish refugees arrived in 
Israel from Iraq. They poured in at the 
rate of 1,000 every day. 

It is of little consequence that Iraq does 
not have a common frontier with Israel. 
The conflict between Israel and the Arab 

States is not merely a frontier dispute. It ls 
a misconception of the entire situation to 
regard the Arab-Israel conflict as a mere 
succession of border raids and reprisals, and 
it is no solution to the basic problem to 
isolate these incidents as they occur, and 
to try to fix responsibility for their author
ship-unfortunate and tragic as they un
doubtedly are. 

The primary and continuing cause of the 
Arab-Israel conflict is the refusal of the Arab 
States to recognize the existence of Israel and 
their open and official war against her. So 
long as the Arab States persist in their war 
against Israel, a democratic nation firmly 
alined with the West, it is, I think, a mis
t '.'.ke for us to furnish arms to any one of 
them. 

It may be true that these arms won't be 
used against Israel tomorrow, or next week, 
or next month. But nobody can guarantee 
that they won't. And up to this time, I have 
seen no indication from the administration 
that it is ready to enter into a defense agree
ment with Israel or to insist upon its in
clusion in a broader regional pact, how
ever logical and appropriate it would be 
for our two democracies to be partners in 
such a broad regional defense treaty. 

But the real danger is the psychological 
effect on the Arabs and the implications for 
an Arab-Israel peace. So long as we pass 
out arms to Iraq, without requiring her to 
accept Israel's existence as a fact, we en
courage Iraq to believe that the issue is of 
no importance to us, and that the Arab war 
against Israel may go on without incur
ring our disapproval. 

I intend to vote for the mutual-security 
program because I believe that this is a 
major element in our overall policy to 
strengthen the free world against Com
munist aggression. But I wish to place into 
the record my reservations and exceptions 
to any proposals to send arms to the Arab 
States in advance of an Arab-Israel peace. 
This ls a serious blunder, which may some 
day boomerang against our own best na
tional interests. 

Mr. BUTLER subsequently said: Mr. 
President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD prior to the 
vote on the mutual security bill a state
ment which I had prepared on section 
9 (e), and some excerpts from the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD and newspapers. 

There being no objection, the state
ment and excerpts were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR BUTLER 

As the author, during the 83d Congress, 
of legislation known as the cargo-preference 
bill (Public Law 664), intended to assure 
that at least 50 percent of any Government
financed or Government-purchased cargoes 
be transported in privately owned United 
States merchant vessels, I should like to make 
1 or 2 observations with respect to the pend
ing measure. 

Section 9 ( e) of the bill now before us 
for consideration would have the effect of 
nullifying the 50-50 shipping provision with 
regard to transportation between foreign 
nations of goods procured with foreign cur
rency. With emphasis upon the terms "for
eign nations" and "foreign currency," I find 
no fault with this provision for the tonnage 
coming within such a category and normally 
available to American shipping would be 
relatively small at the present time. I am 
confident that there is no desire on the 
part of American shipping to stretch the 
application of the 50-50 or cargo-preference 
law beyond its original purpose, or to pre
cipitate any tenuous relations with the 
community of free nations. On the con
trary, the major attack of what in t;tle opin
ion of most Americans is a most reason
able reservation for one of our own indus
tries, has originated in foreign countries. 
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From time to time, I have brought to the 
attention of the Senate the extent and na
ture of these criticisms. I regard this mat
ter as so essential to the preservation of the 
American merchant marine that I include 
a number of relevant editorials and com
ments to be reprinted in the body of the 
RECORD at this-point in my remarks. 

In studying the report accompanying ,s. 
2090, one will note several references to this 
subject of cargo preference for American 
shipping, and I am equally confident that 
these are not to be construed as a prelude 
to any change in administration policy. The 
feasibility and prudence of a minimum 50-50 
arrangement have been amply demonstrated 
and the results have been helpful to our 
shipping. However, that is not to say that 
conditions in this vital industry have 
reached a utopian state. Unfortunately, 
such is not the case. Continuing vigorous 
efforts to preserve and strengthen the Amer
ican merchant marine, as a part of our peace
time national economy and as our fourth 
arm of defense, must have the intense atten
tion and cooperation of the Congress, the 
administration, and the industry itself. 
Jointly this vital objective can be achieved. 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR JOHN MARSHALL BUT
LER, OF MA.RYLAND, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
FEBRUARY 8, 1955 
PUBLIC LAW 664--CARGO PREFERENCE LEGIS

LATION 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, in the closing 
days of the 83d Congress legislation was 
enacted to broaden and make permanent 
certain existing cargo preference guaranties 
to the American merchant marine. 

Public Law 664, signed by President Eisen
hower on August 26, 1954, affirms a national 
policy, which had previously been proclaimed 
time and again by the Congress, of assuring 
to privately owned United States-flag mer
chant vessels of at least 50 percent of all 
oceanborne cargoe!! purchased for, or given 
away by, or financed by, the Federal Govern
ment, 

The policy thus incorporated into perma
nent legislation previously had been laid 
down in the Merchant Marine Acts of 1920, 
1928, and 1936, and again in the Merchant 
Ship Sales Act of 1946. The substantial por
tion of the waterborne export and import 
foreign comme_rce which these acts called for 
as necessary to maintenance of an adequate, 
privately owned merchant fleet, was made 
more specifl.c in various mllitary and foreign 
economic provisions of the past half cen-
tury. _ 

As far back as 1904 Congress legislated 
to require that "vessels of the United States 
and no others" were to be employed in the 
transportation by sea of coal, provisions, 
fodder, or supplies of any description, pur
chased pursuant to law, for the use of the 
Army or Navy. 

Again, in 1934, Public Resolution 17, 73d 
Congress, required that all cargoes financed 
by the Export-Import Bank or any other in
strumentality of Government should be car
ried in American bottoms. This resolution 
still is effective. 

In the Economic Cooperation Act of 1948, 
and the ECA amendments of 1949, the prin
ciple of "at least 50 percent" was adopted, 
and this interpretation of the policy of "sub
stantial portion" was continued in the Ko
rean Aid Act--Public Law 447, 81st Con
gress-and in all emergency aid and assist
ance acts since that time, as well as in the 
Mutual Security Act of 1951. 

In all these enactments, it was provided 
that the SO-percent guaranty should apply 
only to the extent that such vessels were 
available at market rates. That same safe
guard was included in Public Law 664. 

Why is such a guaranty necessary? Why, 
:from earliest time, has it been felt necessary 
to take specific measures to assure contin-

ued existence and operation of an adequate, 
privately owned merchant fleet? The rea
sons, basically, are quite simple. 

As a maritime Nation, America's progress 
· and prosperity have always been possible 
only to the extent that shipping bas been 
available to carry its products to foreign 
shores, and bring back the raw materials 
lacking here. 

Furthermore, as a nation open to attack 
by water on more than half of its borders, 
and, more recently, because of the urgent 
shipping needs of our military forces in 
action, or in constant danger in stations in 
many parts of the world, certain facts re
garding ocean transportatiun have become 
inescapable. 

First. Peacetime needs require a mer
chant fleet capable of carrying our foreign 
commerce. Otherwise, our economy is at 
the mercy of foreign shipping, as bitter 
experience has proven. 

Second. World Wars I and II, and the 
Korean hostilities, h:we given indisputable 
evidence that America's Military Establish
ment, or its defensive setup, cannot operate 
without a vast auxlliary of merchant ship
ping. We suffered in World War I, and the 
free nations were in extreme danger in 
World -War II, because there was not ade
quate shipping available. Actually, it was 
not until the spring of 1~45 that our Mili
tary Establishment could plan its strategic 
moves with entire confidence that sufficient 
shipping would be available. It is no secret 
that World War II was prolonged needlessly, 
with resulting additional losses in men and 
in national wealth, because our merchant 
marine was not nearly adequate to war's 
requirements. 

With all this a matter of record, the third 
fact then becomes equally clear; namely, 
that United States-flag vessels cannot com
pete in the world transportation field-it 
cannot survive-without some aid from 
Government. Wages, supplies, safety re
quirements, all stemming from America's 
higher standard of living, give the low-cost 
foreign vessels an insurmountable advantage 
over American ships. 

So we come to the nub of the problem
how best to aid American-flag vessels to meet 
this competition. Some have suggested that 
we entrust our commerce, and our national 
security, to the low cost :foreign vessels and 
stop worrying about how to meet their com
petition. But one does not hear any such 
suggestions from informed sources-such as 
military leaders who have to meet logistic 
requirements throughout the world, and in
dustrial leaders who must depend upon the 
United States merchant fleet. 

The military leaders have the experience 
of World War II and Korea fresh in their 
minds. Industry remembers its experience 
of years gone by. It remembers when ocean 
freight rates jumped as much as 2,000 per
ce?t, and when American cargoes rotted on 
docks everywhere because the foreign ship
ping on which reliance had been placed was 
nonexistent, or was too busy taking care 
of their own nations' need to bother about 
American commerce. 

When it comes to a question of how to 
aid American-flag vessels, there can be only 
one truly sensible answer. 

That answer ls-cargoes. Shipping lives, 
and prospers, by the cargoes it carries. De
prived of those cargoes, as much of Ameri
ca's shipping has been lately, in the face 
of vastly increased foreign competition, 
shipping cannot survive. It was to fill this 
breach-which always will exist except in 
time of emergency-that ~he cargo prefer
ence, or 50-50 policy, was devised. Ameri
can shipping does not want handouts from 
the Government. It wants to earn its way, 
in the one manner that justifies the ex
istence of shipping anywhere; namely, by 
carrying cargoes. And certainly it is not 
too much to ask that cargoes for our own 
needs, those which w~ give away, and those 

which we :fl.nance in one way or another, 
be divided equally as between our own ship
ping and that of other nations. 

Opposed to the school of thought which 
would entrust our commerce to ships of 
:foreign nations · on a false economy basis, 
is another school which maintains that we 
should demand not 50 percent, but 100 per
cent of Government-aid or financed cargoes, 
for our own flag vessels. 

The point out that even with this 50-50 
diVision American-flag vessels have been 
carrying less--sometimes far less-than a 
third of our foreign commerce. On the 
other hand, foreign shipping is in better 
health than at any time since world War II. 

As a matter of fact, Public Law 664, as 
originally conceived, provided for 100 per
cent carriage of Government-owned or 
financed cargoes in American-flag vessels. 
Mainly because of the adverse effect which 
such action might have on our allies abroad, 
I refused to support those demands. But, as 
between the two schools of thought, as be
tween the policy of guaranteeing our own 
ships no part of those ocean cargoes paid for 
or financed by Government, or of guaran
teeing them 100 percent of such cargoes, I 
could have no hesitancy in taking a stand. 
I would be with those who urge 100 percent. 
But it is fortunate, indeed, that no such 
choice is necessary. Commonsense will al
ways require that we do not place reliance 
on foreign . shipping, but, rather, that we 
take such reasonable measure as will protect 
our merchant fleet from disappearing from 
the seas. 

It has come to my attention that the De
partment of Agriculture, which stated that it 
bad no immediate interest in this 50-50 bill 
when it was before the Senate for considera
tion, now is having trouble finding space 
on American vessels for transportation of 
surplus agricultural products. 

If that be a fact, certainly there is no 
reason to attach any blame to the cargo
preference lnll. Rather, there should . be 
genuine satisfaction over the improved, but 
still far from healthy, state of the American 
merchant marine, which this bill has cer
tainly helped to accomplish. How much bet
ter it is to have our shipping generally busy, 
rat4er than rotting at the wharves, as was 
the I case a few months ago before this bill 
became effective. 

My information, however, is that competi
tive bids have been submitted by American 
ship operators on every occasion when the 
Department of Agriculture bas asked for 
bids. Moreover-and this is most impor
tan t--I am told that American-flag tramp
vessel quotations as of the present time are 
20 cents per ton less than even our National 
Shipping Authority rates. 

Rates on United States-flag berth liners, 
of course, are identical with those of com
peting foreign vessels. I suggest that the 
Department of Agriculture may resolve these 
transportation difficulties by seeking a 
greater number of competitive bids from 
American shipping. 

It should be kept in mind that Public 
Law 664 foresaw just such a situation as 
is now reported-and provided for it. 
The law makes application of the 50-50 
provisions dependent upon the condition 
that American vessels are "available at fair 
and reasonable rates for United States-flag 
commercial vessels." If privately owned 
United States-flag vessels are not so avail
able, there is no requirement in the law that 
such vessels be used for the transportation of 
these surplus agricultural commodities. 

Another point to be kept in mind, how
ever, is the desirability of maintaining _our 
tramp fleet in an active, prosperous condi
tion. Anyone familiar with ocean shipping 
history can recall the numerous instances 
when American exporters have been forced 
to pay outrageous rates for space on foreign 
ships because no privately owned American
flag vessels were available. 
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Public Law 664, with its assurance of 50 

percent of Government-purchased or Gov
ernment-financed cargoes to United States
flag vessels, is a reasonable measure. 

· Even under it, our shipping will still be 
far from the goal, as fixed in the basic 
merchant marine legislation, of carrying 
what might reasonably be considered a "sub
stantial portion" of our country's water
borne export and import foreign commerce. 
Even under this "50-50" law, our ships will 
not be carrying the 50 percent of all our 
commerce which can rightfully be claimed as 
their due. 

At least, however, Public Law 664 will 
help the American merchant marine meet 
to some extent the terrific competition of 
foreign shipping operating at one-fourth 
to one-half of the cost of American-flag ves
sels. On a realistic basis, this looks like as 
much as we can hope for. But it is as little 
as we can afford to take, in the interest of 
American prosperity and national security. 

I will oppose to the utmost any efforts 
to deprive American shipping of the rela
tively feeble aid it now enjoys as a result 
of the operation of Public Law 664. 

[From the New York Journal of Commerce 
of February 16, 1955] 

IT DOESN'T COME FREE 
There have been indications from Wash

ington recently that some Congressmen
primarily those from the farm States-want 
to take another look at the so-called cargo
preference law, under which at least one
half of all cargoes financed by the United 
States Government--whether inbound or 
outbound-must move in American-flag 
ships. 

This policy, applied to all relief and re
habilitation shipments since the war, on a 
temporary basis, became the law of the land 
last year with the enactment of the Butler 
Tollefson Act. More recently lingering 
doubts as to its applicab111ty this side of the 
Federal courts were cleared up when At
torney General Brownell gave it as his con
sidered opinion that the act applies to sur
plus farm commodities exported by the Gov
ernment under Public Law ·480. 

The reason for renewed congressional in
terest in the issue is obvious. Some foreign 
countries are reluctant to negotiate pur
chases of United States surplus farm stocks 
if one-half the shipment must be carried in 
American vessels; and at least one of these 
nations is understood to have turned down 
such an agreement entirely. In the eyes of 
some farm State legislators, therefore, the 
Cargo Preference Act is beginning to look 
like an obstacle to the administration's farm
surplus-disposal program. 

This newspaper has supported the 50-50 
principle ftom the outset, although with mis
givings. 

We supported · it originally because, while 
realizing it was an extraordinary measure 
for a great creditor nation to undertake, 
the circumstances were also extraordinary. 
UNRRA, the Marshall plan, NATO, and point 
4 were all unprecedented programs. 

The United States had just emerged from 
a war which showed clearly that a stro.ng 
merchant fleet was essential to its mere sur
vival in a clash of great powers. If this 
merchant fleet were itself to survive, it would 
have to find work; and if it were not given 
a half share in these great programs, where, 
indeed, would it have found it in view of 
its high operating costs and the worldwide 
scarcity of dollars to buy its services? Sub
sidies, paid to a relatively few shipowners, 
provided only part of the answer. 

The cargo-preference policy could not be 
judged by normal commercial standards be
cause there was nothing either normal or 
commercial about the programs under which 
it was adopted. If it prevented foreign own
ers from earning some dollars they would 
otherwise have earned, their loss was noth-

ing compared with the gain these programs 
brought to their national economies, and the 
policy literally kept American shipping afloat. 

So far as Government aid programs are 
concerned, stockpiling and the like, we see 
no reason for modifying this policy. 

The misgivings we held at the outset we 
still retain, however. We retain them be
cause we know that nothing comes free. 

The 50-50 rule has established a precedent 
which is not in all respects pleasant. What 
one nation can do to protect its shipping, 
another nation can also do. And if one such 
act detonates others, the outlook for a rea
sonably free market in shipping-shaped by 
the old laws of supply and demand-is poor 
indeed, and so are the prospects of nations 
which depend heavily on shipping earnings. 

The Onassis agreement with Saudi Arabia 
was one of these portents, but not by any 
means the only one. There is a danger 
inherent in going too far-and we believe 
the United States went as far as it ever 
should go when it arranged the recent sale 
of coal to England for sterling on condition 
that half the cargoes move in American 
ships. 

The deal was advantageous to the British, 
for it saved them dollars, but the transac
tion came close to being of a straight com
mercial type and the attachment of the 
50-50-cargo-preference principle left a burn
ing question in the air as to whether there 
would be more of the same. Thus far there· 
has not been. 

The farm-surplus export program is not of 
this variety, however. 

It is a Government operation; and while 
we have had as many misgivings about it as 
about the 50-50 rule, we accept the assur
ances of President Eisenhower and Secretary 
Benson that sales will be handled in such 
a way that they do not disturb ordinary 
commercial marketings, either of United 
States citizens or those of friendly foreign 
countries. 

If one accepts those assurances, this pro
gram cannot be considered a commercial 
venture, and there should be no question 
as to the applicability of the Cargo Prefer
ence Act to shipments made under it. The 
Attorney General is on firm ground in taking 
this position. 

It would be a little ironic, however, if 
farm interests should take the stand that 
the Cargo Preference Act should go because 
it seems to interfere with sales of Govern
ment-owned agricultural surpluses. They 
would be skating on thin ice, indeed. 

Let there be no mistake about it. Both 
the crop-support program and the cargo
preference policy are, in one way or another, 
forms of subsidy, and there is no occasion 
whatever for the recipients of either to take a 
holier-than-thou attitude toward the other. 
· Both bear the seeds of possible future 
trouble. It is safe to use them only so long 
as their potential dangers are kept in mind, 
and those who administer them do so with 
restraint. 

[From the Northwestern Miller, Minneapolis, 
Minn., of March 8, 1955] 

THE 50-50 LAW 
There is a tendency in some quarters to 

look upon America's abundance of agricul
tural products as a curse rather than as a 
blessing. Yet to the world at large these 
surpluses are a blessing, indeed, for the 
administration is doing everything within its 
powers, and within the bounds of prudence, 
to see that needy people get them. 

Part of the plan is that agricultural sur
pluses may be sold for foreign currency under 
the provisions of Public Law 480. · Because 
of the inability to procure, or to spend dol
lars, such countries as Yugoslavia, Pakistan, 
Turkey, Chile, and Peru are benefiting. 
Others are listed as possible beneficiaries. 

It seems hard to understand, therefore, 
why one small provision or condition of such 

deals should a-rouse bitter criticism abroad. 
The United States Attorney General, Herbert 
Brownell, Jr., ruled last December that half 
of the commodities sold for foreign currency 
must be moved in American ships under the 
provisions of the Butler-Tollefson Cargo 
Preference Act. Known as the 50-50 law, 
this legislation is aimed at providing busi
ness for American ships. American sur
pluses have made food available to foreign
ers. What is wrong with moving it in Amer
ican vessels? The rule has done no harm to 
overseas maritime nations, for the movement 
of surplus commodities has resulted in a 
major increase in freight rates. Because for
eign companies' operating costs are much 
lower than those of American firms, they 
make that much extra profit. 

From the vehement protests uttered 
abroad one might imagine that the Ameri
cans are taking their customers for every 
penny they have. Admittedly, these cus
tomers are paying for the goods, but it is in 
their own national currencies and the 
American administration is committed to 
spending the cash take on projects abroad. 
Admittedly, again these projects are aimed 
at strengthening world defense, itself an ad
vantage to the United States. But they are 
also advantageous to the recipients in 
spheres apart from mutual defense. Money 
circulates more freely and the projects 
themselves are capital gains. 

Even when the United States was giving 
freely and without charge large amounts for 
the economic rehabilitation of Europe in the 
early postwar years, there were squeals of 
protest at even the smallest stipulation im
posed by the American administration. The 
removal of the provision that 25 percent of 
all wheat shipped under the aid scheme 
should be in the form of flour was sparked 
by the protestations of the beneficiaries. 
· The House Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
Committee has been hearing about the pro
tests. The firm recommendation is that the 
committee should not allow the administra
tion to recognize them. 

[From the New York Journal of Commerce 
of May 20, 1955] 

SHIPPING OUTLOOK: THE 50-50 LAW 
(By Edward P. Tastrom) 

Discrimination is a dangerous word to 
bandy about at any time unless you happen 
to be talking about the finer things in life, 
like art or music, when it assumes a certain 
majesty. 

We find it necessary, however, to discuss 
discrimination today-flag discrimination 
particularly-and how it is being applied 
specifically to the United States ever since 
the Butler-Tollefson so-called 50-50 law was 
enacted last year. 

The criticism that has been leveled against 
this measure abroad during recent months 
has mounted steadily. It reached a new peak 
this week when Sir Colin Anderson, president 
of the International Chamber of Shipping, 
told delegates from 35 nations representing 
some 17 million tons of shipping, who at
tended the Baltic and International Mari
time Conference at Copenhagen, that "one 
of our biggest problems today is United 
States flag discrimination." 

Since this use of the word in a depreciatory 
sense before such an important group can 
only result in a false and misleading state
ment coming to be accepted as genuine by 
many, unless challenged, it is time to state 
a few facts. 

First. This law does not provide that 
American-flag ships are to get 50 percent of 
certain types of cargo to which it applies. 
The American-flag ship "must be available" 
and at "reasonable rates." Otherwise, the 
shipment can move on a foreign ship, as 
many of them have been handled. Last 
year, for example, 82 percent of this coun
try's tramp-borne commerce moved in for.:. 
eign ships, because the 50 tramps still under 
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the United States flag were not able tcrhan-· Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. ·Mr. Prest- · 
die the allowed percentage. dent, on this question, I ask for the yeas 

second. The law applies only to overseas and nays. 
cargo paid for or guaranteed as to payment ' 'l'he yeas and nays were ordered. 
by the United States Government, including Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, un-
American surplus commodities that are sold der the unanimous-consent agreement, 
for local currency and hence must be cov• 
ered by dollar appropriations out of the we have a division of the time on the bill. 
United States Treasury. This local currency I have not received very many requests 
is either spent by the United States in that for time, but there have been several 
foreign country or allowed to stay there as a requests of that sort. 
grant or long-term loan. Regardless of the Let me inquire how many minutes the 
final disposition, it is a tab that the Ameri- Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
can t axpayer must meet. d l"k t h · ld t 

Third. Cargo preference of the type just : MUNDT] woul l e o ave me y1e o 
mentioned has been applicable in one form him? 
or another over several years, or ever since Mr. MUNDT. I should like to have 
this country engaged on its policy of helping the Senator from California yield me 2 
friendly nations at the end of the war. minutes. 
American ships had a priority up to 50 per- Mr. KNOWLAND. Very well, Mr. 
cent of all aid cargo. We do not recall any President; I yield 2 minutes to the Sen
great furor being raised abroad during this ator from South Dakota. 
period though the surrounding circum-
stances, basically, were little different than The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
they are today. Senator from South Dakota is recognized 

Yet, despite this effort to assist United for 2 minutes. 
states shipping, the percentage of our dry Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, first of 
cargo trade handled by American bottoms all, I wish to state how I interpret this. 
has steadily dropped. In 1946, for example, bill as a member of the Appropriations 
American ships handled 60.9 percent of our Committee, which will be charged with 
exports and 56.3 percent of our imports. The t· ·t 
figures for November 1954, the latest avail- the responsibility of implemen mg 1 . 
able, show American ships handling 24.4 As I cast my vote here, and as I vote 
percent of dry cargo exports and 29.1 percent in the Appropriations Committee, I 
of imports. shall keep in mind the words of the· 

This is rather ironic in view of another ob- Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]. 
servation by Sir Colin at the Copenhagen A day or two ago he said-and in my 
conference that world trade is 20 percent opinion he said correctly-that in this. 
greater than in 1950 and 50 percent greater case we are passing a maximum authori-
than prewar. t d fl ·t 1 · 

united states flag shipping certainly zation bill. We are no e ru e Y prom1s· 
hasn't been doing too well in this· expanding ing to spend any specific amount of 
market. money. 

so we have a situation in this 50-50 law I think we should not let the idea exist 
where United States flag shipping is not in our country or exist beyond our shores 
guaranteed any percentage of cargo but must that tonight we are in any way approv
meet certain conditions: Where the cargo in- ing or passing a promissory note that 
volved is directly tied to the taxpayer's dol- has to be redeemed 100 cents on the dol
lar; where the so-called preference has been 
in effect for years; and where, despite this lar in its full amount by the Congress as 
misnamed discrimination, the fleets of every a whole or by the Appropriations Com
leading maritime nation have expanded while mittees. 
that of this country has declined. Personally, I expect to vote for the bill, 

Surely this has not resulted in any re- on the quest:.on of final passage, because 
straint of trade. Competitive forces have substantially half of the authorizations 
been freely at work around the world out- ·t 
side this country as the statistics covering under the bill will go for actual mill ary 
the handling of our waterborne commerce in- assistance. Some of the rest will go to 
dicate. _ help countries such as Formosa, Pak .. 

overlooked in all this hullabaloo ls the fact istan, Korea, and countries in other areas 
that whatever flag a vessel flies, it is placed of the world which desperately need our 
at no disadvantage with American ships in help, and which definitely manifest their 
normal trading with this country. We do friendship for the United States of Amer
not have any special port dues, consular fees, ica and their faith in freedom. 
berthing preferences and other dodges to aid. . Mr. President, I think the bill is a bit 
our shipping. 

This is discrimination in the proper mean- waterlogged. I shall do what I .can in 
Ing of the word as we see it, for these gim- good faith, as a member of the Senate 
micks are aimed to divert all cargo to a Appropriations Committee, which will 
particular nation's shipping, not 50 percent deal with this specific fund, to- whittle 
of taxpayers financed cargo which, in turn, down the areas which I think are in
is a small percentage of all cargo moving in :flated, to squeeze some of the water out 
and out of our ports. 

our friends abroad have every right, of of the bill, to reduce it from the stand
course, to criticize this statute, but we be· point of its size in certain areas, and to 
lieve that in labeling it flag discrimination try to move it in the direction of loans, 
they are putting on a handle that does not instead of grants-which, if continued, 
flt. In so doing they are letting loose im.; will endlessly engulf our country in in .. 
pressions that are not warranted by the creasing debt and steadily perpetuate an 
simple truth. expensive and exhausting practice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If therE~ r I make this statement primarily as one 
be no further amendment to be proposed, member of the Senate Committee on 
the question is on the engrossment and Appropriations to make it crystal cleai: 
third reading of the bill. on the record that we are not tonight 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed ~igning a promissory note and guaran
f or a third reading, and was read the teeing to redeem its maximum limita
third time. tions 100 percent. We have cre.ated a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The maximum in an area in which the Ap .. 
bill having been read the third time, the propriations Committee and the Con
question is, Shall it pass? gress will exercise their good judgment 

to determine how ·much Of what we au
thorize here eventually we shall deliver · 
over there. 

This bill establishes the ceiling be
yond which we cannot go. It now be
comes our responsibility to decide how 
far we shall go with our appropriations 
in moving toward this very generous 
maximum ceiling. We make no commit
ments on those final monetary figures by 
our votes on policy here tonight. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is fur
ther use of time desired? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi- · 
dent, I am prepared to yield back my 
time, and will do so after making a very 
brief statement. 

I know that I speak for every Member 
on this side of the aisle, and I hope for 
the entire membership of the Senate, 
when I express great adm:iration for the 
magnificent job done by the Foreign Re
lations Committee, and particularly by 
its distinguished chairman, in handling 
one of the most important bills the Sen
ate has considered during this session. 

We have long known that no Member 
of this boay is possessed of · more wis
dom, greater eloquence, better powers of 
persuasion, or a finer sense of devotion· 
to duty than the great senior Senator 
from the State of Ge,orgia [Mr. GEORGE]. 
To him anci to his colleagues on that 
committee on both sides of the aisle I 
express my _gratitude and appreciation 
for the fine job they have done. 
· Mr. President, I yield back the re .. 
mainder of my time. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
yield back the remainder of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has been used or yielded. 

The bill having been read the third 
time, the question is, shall it pass? On 
this question the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and the clerk will call the 
roll. 
. The legislative clerk proceed to call the 
roll. 

Mr. FREAR (when his name was 
called). On this vote I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. SPARKMAN]. If he were present and 
voting I am informed that he would vote 
''yea." If I were at liberty to vote. I 
would vote "nay.'_' I therefore withhold 
my vote. 
· The legislative clerk resumed and con
cluded the call of the roll . . 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I announce that 
the distinguished Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. MALONE] is paired against the bill 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CLEMENTS]. The Senator from Nevada is 
absent on official business of the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce 
that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ], the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CLEMENTS], the Senator from Ar
kansas [Mr. FuLBRIGHTJ, the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. GoRE]. the SenatQr 
from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN], the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. McCLEL
LAN], the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY], and the Senator from Ala
bama [Mr. SPARKMAN] are absent on offi .. 
cial business. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
KENNEDY] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MURRAY] is absent by leave of the Sen-
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ate to attend the International Labor 
Organization meeting in Geneva, Swit-
zerland. · 

On this vote, the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. CLEMENTS] is paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. MALONE]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Kentucky would vote "yea," and the 
Senator from Nevada would vote "nay." 

I further announce that if present and 
voting, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Fm.BRIGHT J. the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. GREEN], the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY], the Sen
ator from Montana [Mr. MURRAY], and 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr .. 
O'MAHONEYl would each vote "yea." 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce 
that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
ALLOTT], and the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. BENDER] are absent on official busi
ness. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
SCHOEPPELJ are absent by leave of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. WAT
KINS] is absent on official business for 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator ·from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART] is detained on official business. 

If present : and voting, the Senator· 
from Colorado [Mr. ALLOTT]. the Sena
tor from Ohio [Mr. BENDER]. the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES]. and 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. WATKINS] 
would each vote "yea." 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, 
how am I recorded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator is recorded as voting in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, how 
am I recorded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator is recorded as voting in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I ask 
for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
regular order is demanded. 

The result was announced-yeas 59, 
nays 18, as follows: 

Aiken 
Anderson 
Barkley 
Beall 
Bennett 
Bible 
Bricker 
Bush 
Butler 
Carlson 
Case, N.J. 
Cotton 
Dirksen 
Douglas 
Duff 
Ervin 
Flanders 
George 
Hayden 
Hennings 

Barrett 
Byrd 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Dworshak · 
Eastland 

YEAS-59 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Holland 
Humphrey 
Ives 
Jackson 
Johnson, Tex. 
Kefauver 
Kilgore 
Knowland 
Kuchel 
Lehman 
Long 
Magnuson 
Mansfield· 
Martin, Iowa 
Martin,Pa. 
McNamara 
Millikin 
Monroney 

NAYS-18 

Morse 
Mundt 
Neely 
Neuberger 
Pastore 
Payne 
Potter 
Purtell 
Robertson 
Saltonstall 
Scott 
Smathers 
Smith, Maine 
Smith,N.J. 
Stennis 
Symington 
Thurmond 
Thye 
Wiley 

Ellender . Langer . 
Goldwater McCarthy 
Hruska Russell 
Jenner Welker 
Johnston, S. C. Williams 
Kerr Young 

NOT VOTING-19 
Allott Capehart Clements 

Frear 
Fulbright 

Bender Case, S. Dak. 
Bridges Chavez 

CI-473 

Gore :McClellan Sparkman 
Green Murray . Watkins 
Kennedy O'Mahoney 
Malone Schoeppel 

So the bill (S. 2090) w·as passed. 

PROGRAM FOR NEXT WEEK 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I shall shortly move that the Sen
ate recess until Monday at noon. 

For the information of Senators, I 
should like to say that it is expected that 
two appropriation bills will be reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations to
morrow. So far as I know, there is no 
great controversy on either of the bills. 
Furthermore, so far as I am informed, 
there is no plan to have a yea-and-nay 
-vote on either of the appropriation bills, 
although, of course, Senators may re
quire it. These bills will be considered 
on Monday. 

On Tuesday it is planned to bring up 
the housing bill and any other bills which 
may be reported and are on the calendar. 
However, when the Senate recesses this 
evening, it will recess until Monday at 
noon. I assure Senators that I shall be 
glad to stay here this evening until all 
Senators have had an opportunity to 
place matters in the RECORD. 

DEATH OF DR. F. MELIUS 
CHRISTIANSEN 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I 
should like to take a few moments of the 
Senate's time to pay an appropriate 
tribute to a very distinguished citizen 
of the State of Minnesota who passed 
away yesterday. I refer to Dr. F. Melius 
Christiansen, director of the St. Olaf 
choir of St. Olaf College, at Northfield, 
Minn. 

. Dr. Christiansen was one of our senior 
citizens in Minnesota in the fullest sense 
of that term. For more than 35 years 
his choir traveled throughout America 
and in many foreign countries. It 
brought ·a message of good will and
American life to people in foreign lands, 
and it brought good cheer and good 
music to people in our own country. 

Dr. Christiansen was knighted by the 
King of Norway, and he was received by 
Presidents of the United States. He was 
known to governors of our States, Mem
bers of Congress, leaders of business and 
professions, and people in all walks of 
life. 

His death is a sad loss to our State and 
to the great college he so ably repre
sented for more than 35 years. 

We in Minnesota have great pride in 
his many accomplishments. His spirit 
will live on and his works will live on 
in the person of his own son, who is the 
new director of the St. Olaf choir, which 
I consider to be one of the finest choral 
organizations in America. 

THE HELLS CANYON DAM 
Mr. MAGNUSON. - Mr. President, r 

understand that tomorrow morning the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Inte
rior and Insular Affairs in charge of the 
bill introduced by several Senators, to 
authorize the Hells Canyon Dam on the 
reaches of the Snake River in the State 

of Idaho, will meet to discuss and prob• 
ably vote on the bill and its referral to 
the full committee. 

I had intended today to make some 
remarks regarding the Hells Canyon 
controversy. However, because of the 
lateness of the hour, and because it is 
expected that the committee will vote 
on the bill tomorrow, I ask unanimous 
consent that my statement regarding it 
be printed in the RECORD at this point, 
in the hope that the committee may 
give some attention to the statement. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR MAGNUSON 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION EXAMINER PROVES 

CASE FOR FEDERAL HIGH HELLS CANYON DAM 

On May 6 the presiding examiner of the 
Federal Power Commission made public his 
long awaited-recommended-finding on the 
3-dam license application of the Idaho Power 
Co. for the Hells Canyon reach o! Snake 
River. 

For many years I, together with many o! 
my colleagues, have said time and time again 
on the floor of the United States Senate that 
the proposed Federal high dam at Hells Can
yon represented the only means by which 
maximum development o! this stretch o! 
Snake River would be attained. 

We have said time and time again that its 
great block o! power-at-site and downstream 
would benefit the region and the Nation. We 
have said that the 3-dam private plan would 
sacrifice needlessly most of the potential of 
the river. 

We have pointed out the tremendous eco
~omic benefits of such a. project in new in
dustries, payrolls and joQS, a. broader tax
base. 

We have said time and time again that as 
a key upstream storage project in the Corps 
of Army Engineers main control plan for 
the Columbia Basin, the operation of Hells 
Canyon, integrated with the other Federal. 
projects, woUld provide not only the great
est f~asible production of firm power but also 
navigation, flood control, recreation, aid to 
future irrigation, and fUll development of 
the great phosphate reserves in eastern Idaho 
and neighboring States, so important to 
the Nation's farm economy. 

And we have said time and time again 
that the investment of the American people 
in the economic stimulation of the Pa
cific Northwest-by means of development 
of the Hells Canyon reach of Snake River
would be repaid by the region's power users 
in 60 years with interest. 

Not only that, but in the following 50 
years Hells Canyon Dam would pay for it
self twice. 

After more than a year of hearings before 
the Federal Power Commission, after the 
various parties had exchanged briefs and 
counter briefs, the examiner has shifted the 
record of facts on this most vital matter to 
the future of river development in America. 

This is what the examiner has to say 
about the Federal high dam at Hells Canyon: 

"The facts seem to point to the inescapable 
conclusion that with the marked and sub
stantial advantage of the Government's 
credit, the high dam would be dollar for 
dollar the better investment and the more 
nearly ideal development of the middle 
Snake" (p. 55). 

This is precisely what we have been say
ing since 1949, in the face o! misleading 
propaganda., in the face of half-truths, in 
the face of talk a.bout creeping socialism, in 
the face of the myths of an alternative 
"special interest" plan for development. 

I! there ls one thing that ls made clear by 
the examiner's finding of fact it is this: 
There is no alternative private plan for de
velopment at Hells Canyon. 
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No such plan exists·. Three small" dams 
were hurriedly proposed in order to establish 
the appearance of an alternative. 

A small amount of storage was proposed at 
one of the three sites-Brownlee. · 

In the hope that the people of the North
west would be incapable of rising to protect 
their own interests, the Idaho Power Co. 
went into the hearings before the Federal 
Power Commission, confident that the pro
ceedings would be over before the true na
ture of their flimsy, improvised nonplan 
would be revealed in the record. 

The Idaho Power Co. failed. Their claims 
were given the most rigid scrutiny over the 
months. Government witnesses testified 
concerning the soundness of engineering and 
economic planning for the high dam. The 
examiner could, in all intellectual honesty, 
come to no other conclusion to the one which 
I have just quoted-that high Hells Canyon 
represents "the more nearly ideal develop
ment of the middle Snake." 

Where are the major disputations argu
ments against Hells Canyon now? Let us 
take a number of the more important ones: 

You have heard the opponents say: Hells 
Canyon dam is unfeasible engineeringly and 
economically, will never repay its costs from 
the sale of its power. 

Here is what the examiner says in reply: 
Finding 136: "The high-dam project ls 

feasible from an engineering standpoint"; 
and in 

Finding 155: "The high-dam project ap
parently would pay out its reimbursable costs 
with interest within a 50-year period, 1. e., 
amortization of the Federal investment al
located to power, together with costs of op
eration and maintenance." 

Here is another argument of the oppon
ents: The three-dam plan will produce al
most as much power as Federal Hells Canyon 
Dam, and cheaper. 

On this the examiner says: 
"That the at-site energy produced by the 

three dams would be 505,000 kilowatts of 
prime power" (finding 15); and 

"That the Federal Hells Canyon project 
would produce 924,000 prime kilowatts." 

This is a difference of 410,000 kilowatts, 
the equivalent of another Bonneville, in 
favor of the Federal dam. 

Cost of salable fl.rm power from Hells Can
yon project, says the examiner, would be 
$23.80 per kilowatt-year, and would not af
fect the going Bonneville rate of $17.50 a 
kilowatt-year when pooled with the Federal 
system (finding 148). This means that Hells 
Canyon power would cost delivered at load 
center 2.7 mills per kilowatt-hour. 

Cost of salable fl.rm power from the three 
dams would be 6.69 mills per kilowatt-hour 
( finding 25) . This would make such power 
cost $58 per kilowatt-year, far and above 
the general going cost of generation and 
transmission in the Pacific Northwest out
side the area served by the Idaho Power Co., 
and nearly 250 percent higher than Federal 
Hells Canyon power. 

Could anyone in his right mind call this 
three-dam proposal an alternative plan to 
Federal Hells Canyon Dam on those two 
facts alone: 

1. A loss of 45 percent of the power po
tential; 

2. Power available at nearly 250 percent 
higher cost than the Federal project? 

Another loud argument against Federal 
Hells Canyon-and for the three dams--cap
italizes on the impending power shortage in 
the Pacific Northwest, which ls indeed a 
most serious one. 

Opponents of Hells Canyon have stated 
over and over again that the private plan 
would provide a needed block of power for 
the Northwest and would get it on the line 
in 3 years, if necessary; far more rapidly than 
high Hells Canyon could ever accomplish 
the job. 

The examiner shows little mercy on these 
contentions. In several findings, and in the 

general text, he makes the facts eminently 
clear from the record: 

1. That the energy from the three dams 
could not be used in the Idaho Power Co.'s 
own service area. until about 1975 (finding 
20). 

2. That surplus energy to the Idaho Power 
Co. service area would have to be sold else
where in the region at prices equal to the 
costs of producing and transmitting the 
power (findings 21 and 22) . 

3. "The prospects, as reflected in this rec
ord, for the sale in the Northwest of the large 
amounts of excess power that would be avail
able from the three projects at rates which 
would equal the cost of the power are so 
feeble as to be worthy of no consideration" 
(finding 27). 

The examiner has previously stated (p. 25) 
that "The cost of the Idaho Power Co. 3-dam 
output will always exceed the upper limit of 
the sales price for wholesale power in the 
Pacific Northwest • • • this will also be so 
in 1980 when all the additions to capacity 
in the Northwest will be steam-electric." 

No one except those who are forced to buy 
Idaho Power's electric energy, or use coal
oil lamps, will accept 6.69-mill power in the 
Pacific Northwest. This power is of no use 
to us. It will not answer the region's needs 
for large blocks of low-cost power available 
to the entire region to help meet normal load 
growths and attract needed new industry as 
well. 

But by the time 1975 has rolled around, 
Federal high Hells Canyon Dam, assuming a 
start of construction in 1956, will have been 
on the line producing its full at-site and 
downstream power for 22 years. Not until 
1975 would there be a local market for the 
power from the other two Idaho Power dams 
at the prices they would charge. 

So much for the allegation of the three 
dams producing any power for the Columbia. 
Basin as a. whole, and so much for having 
it on the line sooner than Hells Canyon. 

One of the most misleading and vicious 
arguments against Hells Canyon Dam has 
been that there wouldn't be enough water 
after expansion of upstream irrigation on 
Snake River to fill the high-dam reservoir 
during critical years of low flow. Southern 
Idaho irrigationists have been made the 
target of this fallacious propaganda which 
was calculated to strike them at their most 
sensitive spot, since their very existence de
pends upon water for their crops. 

The examiner gives short shrift to this 
straw man. In finding 166 he says: 

"With ample allowance for all foreseeable 
upstream water uses, a dependable water 
supply can reasonably be expected for the 
efficient and economic operation of the high
dam project during its payout period." 

Opponents of the high dam have con
tended for years that the Idaho Power Co. 
had a plan for comprehensive development. 
This they argued when the company proposed 
and applied to the Federal Power Commis
sion for only the small OXbow·development. 
They shifted with the next company shift 
when it talked about five low-head dams
including Oxbow. Once more they shifted 
when, after several years, the company came 
out with the 3-dam proposal-including 
Oxbow, Little Hells Canyon, and Brownlee
the latter with 1 million acre-feet of storage. 

Is this really a comprehensive plan? 
Listen to what the examiner says in find
ing 48: 

"To call completely separable power devel
opment units of a single project in order 
that a license be issued for all of the proj
ects at once and the construction period of 
one of such separable projects could actually 
begin at some time after the 4-year period 
specified in the statute, would be a violation 
of section 13 of the Federal Power Act." 

Moreover, the examiner shows · from the 
record of the FPC proceedings that the 
3 dams were planned, designed, and engi
neered primarily to meet the power needs of 

the Idaho Power Cb. servlce·area. (finding 70), 
And also the 3-dam proposal's transmission 
system is not designed for a fully integrated 
operation with the Federal Columbia River 
power system, nor does the record show any 
such intention or planning on the part of 
the Idaho Power Co. (finding 139). 

To add to this 3-day-"no-plan"-the ex
aminer himself recommends operation of the 
Brownlee Reservoir so that it is filling-when 
it should be emptied-to provide the opti
mum release for downstream power fl.rm-up. 
When it should be filling in the summer, it 
is being drawn down to meet peak loads in 
the Idaho power service area (art. 40, p. 79). 

This is a comprehensive regional develop
ment plan in reverse and can truly be termed 
a "nonplan." 

The examiner finds that for the region 
as a whole the high dam project would 
stimulate: 

(a) Power-load development. 
(b) Greater utilization of power in indus

try, agriculture, commerce, community, and 
service activities. 

(c) New business and employment oppor~ 
tunities. 

(d) Expansion of production and produc
tivity. 

( e) Development of minei:als and other 
materials important to the regional and na
tional economy, and to the national security. 

( f) Strengthening of the regional and na
tional economy (finding 164). 

He also lists the benefits which would be 
available from Federal high Hells Canyon 
Dam to the Snake River Subbasin which is 
in such need of cheap power: 

1. Industrialization, diversification, and 
stabilization of its dominantly agricultural 
economy. 

2. Reduction of seasonal unemployment 
of new industrialization. 

3. Fostering of individual initiative, priv
ate business and industrial initiative. 

4. Increasing employment and business 
opportunities, broadening the tax base, rais
ing income levels and standards of living 
(finding 163). 

In other recommended findings, the ex
aminer finds that the Federal high Hells 
Canyon project-with its 3,880,000 acre-feet 
of storage-will provide greater flood control, 
navigation, and recreation benefits; that it 
will stimulate the development of phosphatic 
fert111zer for the Nation's farmers to a greater 
extent than the private 3-dam proposal; 
that it will provide power revenues for fu
ture irrigation projects if they are author
ized 'by the Congress; that it will stimulate 
greater expansion of electro-process indus
tries than the 3-dam proposal. 

The examiner then proceeds to reject li
cense applications for Oxbow and Little Hells 
Canyon Dam. The overwhelming logic of 
his findings and conclusions-which I have 
already itemized-would, one would sup
pose, inevitably result in turning down the 
entire private scheme. 

This is particularly true in terms of sec
tion 7 (b) of the Federal Power Act. This 
section provides that whenever, in the Judg
ment of the Commission, Federal develop
ment of a waterway or waterways should be 
undertaken-any competing private license 
application should be rejected-and the 
Commission should make its recommenda
tion to the Congress with whatever data, 
engineering reports and other material-it 
deems of use to that body. 

But it is at this point that the examiner 
drives his car into the ditch. He says that 
he cannot invoke 7 (b). High Hells Can
yon is, as he says, "the more nearly ideal 
development of the middle Snake," but sec
tion 7 (b) doesn't apply. 

The examiner now proceeds to introduce 
one of the most outlandish criteria of !ea
sib111ty that I have ever heard of. 

All of us in this body are aware that multi
purpose projects must be judged on their 
merits with the yardsticks of engineering and 
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economic feasibility. With respect to Hells 
Canyon, its superiority on both counts is be
yond argument. 

The examiner breaks away from the Fed
eral Power Act--and the merits of the case
by introducing political feasibility as his 
novel yardstick in determining whether or 
not he should invoke section 7 (b) and rec
ommend Federal development. 

Here is his peculiar reasoning, stated in 
his own words on page 56. It ls also found 
in slightly different language in finding 182. 

"I conclude," says the examiner, "that 
on the basis of the facts before me, includ
ing the legislative history of the various 
.Hells Canyon b111s which have been hereto
fore presented to the Congress without suc
cess, the likelihood of the authorization of 
and appropriation for an undertaking of 
the size involved in the high dam project is 
so remote as to make a recommendation to 
the Congress under section 7 (b) that such a 
dam be undertaken by the United States a 
completely useless action." 

He then adds, in justification of his next 
step, that "nonutmzation of power resources 
could be-in some clrcumstances--Just as 
shortsighted as less than maximum develop
ment." 

With political feaslb111ty, his guiding · star, 
the examiner, in high good spirits, then rec
ommends the granting of a license to the 
Brownlee project--but not before this ad
vance apology to the congress: 

"If the congress feels that the Commis
sion has not performed its function in the 
public interest and in accordance with the 
provisions of this statute, the Commission's 
power to issue a license may be withdrawn 
or suspended at any time." 

He cites two cases in which this has been 
done; in 1921 with respect to power sites in 
national parks and monuments, and in 1928 
for some time on the Colorado River and 
all its tributaries except one. 

I wish to point out to the Senate of the 
United States that the examiner's decision 
demonstrates that the Federal Power Com
mission is not the fit repository for policy 
decisions on the manner in which our rivers 
should be developed for multiple purposes 
when private and public plans come into 
conflict. 

The relegation of section 7 (b) to the port 
of forgotten laws by this examiner's recom
mended finding for Brownlee project, when 
every fact points to the superiority of high 
Hells Canyon, is an mustration of the enor
mity of the precedent being established 
here. 

This case will be a precedent and a dis
astrous precedent unless the Congress once 
more assumes the power of decision over 
the development of our river systems for 
low-cost power, flood control, navigation, ir
rigation, and the other beneflts--which are 
so abundantly derived-when a construction 
program is carried out in conformity with an 
overall, basinwide engineering plan. 
· The examiner has assumed the function 
of political soothsayer and is attempting to 
Justify his recommended action by gaging 
the future action of Congress through a crys
tal ball, on the basis of what Congress has 
or has not done in the past on Hells Canyon. 

This self-assumption · of second sight by 
any creature of Congress, such as the Fed
eral Power Commission, and used to decide 
whether the act shall be complied with, is 
taking unconscionable liberties with the law. 
Moreover, it is taking liberties with the pow
ers delegated by the Congress, itself, to its 
creature, the Federal Power Commission, 
powers to be used only as the appropriate 
provision of the Federal Power Act provides. 
It ls, in effect, defiance of Congress itself. 

Fascinated by his uncanny gift of seeing 
into the future, the FPO examiner is as
suming that the representatives of the peo
ple of the United States, in Congress, will 
stand aside while the Idaho Power Co. pro
ceeds with the construction of its Brownlee 

project, a dam which will produce a mere 
221,000 kilowatts of prime power, and pro- . 
vide salable firm power at 7.6 mms per kilo
watt-hour. · All this in the face of his find
ings that the Federal Hells Canyon project 
wm produce 924,000 kilowatts of prime power 
and salable firm power at only 2.7 mills per 
kilowatt-hour. 

If the congress does not act to remove this 
matter from the bands of the Federal Power 
Commission by authorizing Hells Canyon 
dam, there wm be a massive loss to the region 
and the Nation equivalent to the total output 
of McNary Dam. The small block of power 
from Brownlee will be sold only to a restricted 
area served by the private utility at a unit 
cost per kilowatt-hour nearly 280 percent 
higher than the great block of power from 
the Federal project, a great block of power 
which would not only serve the Idaho Power 
area, but the entire region. 

If the Congress fails to act, the region will 
be deprived of 2.88 million acre-feet of valu
able upstream storage for power, flood con
trol, navigation-storage which each year is 
becoming more difficult to obtain, and which 
when developed in its entirety will account 
for 65 percent of the total achievement of the 
Columbia Basin's stm unharnessed power 
potential. 

If the Congress fails to act, the region and 
the Nation will be deprived of power revenues 
to aid future irrigation development up
stream from Hells Canyon. This new land 
will become more and more valuable as popu
lation pressures continue to exert them
selves against available food supply. 

If the Congress falls to act, farmers from 
Ohio to California will be deprived of the 
opportunity which Hells Canyon will pro
vide for cheaper, higher grade phosphatic 
fertilizer, vitally needed to maintain pro
ductivity of their farms and the nutrition 
of their crops. 

If the Congress falls to act there will be 
withheld from thousands of young persons 
and others in my region the opportunity for 
new jobs. This will come about because 
there would be a total sacrifice of more than 
1 million kilowatts of low-cost power-low
cost power necessary to attract new and to 
expand existing electro-processing and other 
industries for the region's and America's 
strength in peace and for defense. 

If Congress falls to act, the comprehensive 
plan for the Columbia Basin will be well on 
its way to disintegration. Storage will be 
sacrificed. Integrated operation will be re
placed by service area operation. Low-cost 
power will be sacrificed for high-cost power. 

This decision recommended by the ex
aminer, 1f allowed to stand, simply means 
that no unauthorized site proposed for Fed
eral development in accordance with a basin
wide integrated plan of operation will ever 
be constructed if a private utility files for a. 
license before Congress can act. 

In my State of Washington the people 
fought for 30 years before Grand Coulee 
was won. 

It has taken years to attain the St. Law
rence Seaway and power development. 

It has taken years to realize such great 
developments as the Tennessee Valley Au
thority, Hoover and Shasta Dams. 

Were they worth waiting for? Ask the 
people who live in the shadow of these en
during monuments to the fighters for full 
development. 

If the Congresses of the past had been 
willing :to fritter away such sites and such 
engineering plans simply by applying the 
gage of political feasibility there would be 
not a single one in existence today. 

The Nation would have sustained a grave 
loss in its economic strength and in its 
ability to provide the seed corn for ex
panded economic activity and expanding free 
enterprise. The examiner has forgotten this 
or has chosen not to use history-instead 
of the misapplied semantics . and tortured 

logic-which characterize his evasion of the 
real issue implicit in Hells Canyon. 

He has forgotten that the Congress can 
and will act in the public interest at Hells 
Canyon. For in spite of himself, the exam
iner on the basis of the record could come 
to no other conclusion than the one held 
by myself and those with whom I have 
fought to save this mighty damsite, namely, 
that the Federal plan is the only one which 
can harness the Middle Snake for all o! 
its wide ranging and lasting benefits. 

Had there been a Senate vote on the issue 
of Kettle Falls versus Grand Coulee, I can
not believe there is a single Senator in this 
great body who would have voted to reject 
Grand Coulee for the proposed private de
velopment at Kettle Falls on the mighty 
Columbia River. 

The analogy between Grand Coulee and 
Kettle Falls in the 1930's and between Hells 
Canyon and Brownlee now ls perfect. 

Hells Canyon ls the Grand Coulee of the 
1950's. Brownlee is the Kettle Falls o! the 
1950'8. 

The facts are marshalled. The issue is 
plain. The duty and responsibility of the 
Congress to the people is clear. 

The Federal Power Commission examiner 
has proved the case for high Hells Canyon 
Dam. 

LEIF ERICSSON-ADD IT ION AL 
SPONSOR OF JOINT RESOLUTION 
Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, on 

the day before yesterday I again intro
duced my annual joint resolution CS. J. 
Res. 74) authorizing the erection of a 
statue of Leif Ericsson in the District of 
Columbia. I have found unusual sup
port for the resolution on both sides of 
the aisle. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I shall be glad to 
yield in a moment. Apparently among 
the .names of the Senators who have 
joined in sponsoring the joint resolution 
the name of the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. CARLSON] was inadvertently omitted 
when the resoJution was printed. The 
Senator from Kansas is very proud of his 
Scandinavian ancestry, and he has al
ways supported the joint resolution. I 
wish the RECORD to show that he is also 
wholeheartedly in support of it and 
wishes to add his name to it as a sponsor. 
I ask unanimous consent that his name 
be added as a cosponsor of the joint res
olution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the name of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. CARLSON] will be added as 
a cosponsor. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. I am sure the Senator 

from Washington recalls that one of the 
earliest experiences of the junior Senator 
from Louisiana, 7 years ago, was his 
service on the Committee on Rules and 
Administration when the effort to find 
an appropriate place for Leif Ericsson 
first came up. I am delighted to know 
that the Senator from Washington is still 
looking out for Leif Ericsson, and I regret 
that Lief is still not in his right place. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I thank the Sena
tor from Louisiana. Mr. President, al
though I do not have the formal support 
of the majority leader and the minority 
leader, I can tell by the looks on their 
faces that they will help me in this 
matter. 
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CONGRESSIONAL SOFI'BALL TEAM 
Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, I have 

been requested by the Press Club to or
ganize a softball team from the $enate 
and from the House. I wish to say that 
we are having a little problem in com
pleting a 9-man team, and I would 
welcome the wholehearted support of the 
majority and minority leaders in getting 
good representation on Sunday at 2 
o'clock. It would be a calamity if the 
Press Club should prevail over the Con
gress in the field of softball. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I should like to say that two of 
the most delightful Members of this body 
are the two Senators from the State of 
Washington. I have served with both 
of them in the House and in the Senate. 
But they are pouring problems on my 
back so fast, what with Lief Ericsson 
and a softball team, that, except for the 
absence from his past of duty of the dis
tinguished Vice President this evening, 
we might have suffered a defeat. I am 
appreciative of the fact that the Vice 
President had duties elsewhere. Had he 
been in the Senate, the amendment of
fered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
CAPEHART], of course assuming that the 
Vice President would vote with the mi
nority, would have been adopted. So 
far as I am concerned, I have no doubt 
that he would have voted with the mi
nority. They seem to be holding their 
lines pretty well. 

I have not had a chance to consider 
the suggestion of the senior Senator 
from Washington or that of the junior 
Senator from Washington, but they have 
my support whenever I can possibly give 
it without fear of · disastrous conse
quences. Since they have gone into 
these two matters pretty thoroughly, I 
have every reason to believe that I can 
support them. 

SEGREGATION IN THE PUBLIC 
SCHOOLS-DECISION OF UNITED 
STATES SUPREME COURT (S. DOC. 
NO. 46) 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the opinion of 
the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the cases involving segregation in the 
public schools, which was rendered on 
May 31, 1955, be printed as a Senate 
document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Indiana? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

RECESS TO MONDAY 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I move that the Senate stand in 
recess until Monday next at noon. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 
8 o'clock and 44 minutes p. m.) the Sen
ate took a recess until Monday, June 6, 
1955, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the 

Senate June 2 (legislative day of May 2), 
1955: 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 

Subject to qualifications provided by law, 
the following for permanent appointment to 

the grades indicated in the Coast and Geo
detic Survey: 

To be commissioned, captain 
Ralph L. Pfau Alvin C. Thorson 
William M. Gibson Joseph C. Partington 

To be commissioned lieutenant 
Alfred C. Holmes 

To be commissioned ensign 
John H. Bennett Ralph G. Jourden 
Robert J. Black J. Frank May, Jr. 
Oscar L. Doster Lavon L. Posey 
Albert J. Hamlett, Jr. James E. Sommerer 
Page A. Herbert William M. Tidwell 

WITHDRAWAL 
Executive nomination withdrawn from 

the Senate June 2 (legislative day of 
May 2), 1955: 

POSTMASTER 

Mrs. Lulie M. Frick to be postmaster at 
Atlas in the State of Michigan. 

•• ..... •• 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

THURSDAY, JUNE 2, 1955 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the following prayer: 
O Thou God of all grace and good

ness, whose kind and beneficent provi
dence fills each new day with blessed
ness, makes us more appreciative and 
worthy of Thy continuing love and care. 

Help us to sense the sanctity and 
sacredness of the duties which confront 
us and may we perform them faithfully 
and as in Thy sight and for Thy glory. 

May we have a clear vision· of that 
blessed time when the nations of the 
earth shall yield themselves in a glad 
and willing obedience to Thy divine 
sovereignty. 

Show us how we may strengthen our 
own faith in the ultimate triumph of 
righteousness and justice when men 
everyWhere shall follow the ways of the 
Prince of Peace. 

Hear us in His name. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yes

terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. 

Carrell, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed, with amendments 
in which the concurrence of the House 
is requested, a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H. R. 5659. An act to make permanent the 
existing privilege of free importation of gifts 
from members of the Armed Forces of the 
United States on duty abroad. 

The message also announced that the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. MORSE a 
member of the Board of Visitors to the 
Military Academy, Mr. BIBLE a member 
of the Board of Visitors to the Naval 
Academy, and Mr. CASE of New Jersey a 
member of the Board of Visitors to the 
Merchant Manne Academy. 

The message also announced that the 
Vice President has appainted Mr. JOHN
STON of South Carolina and Mr. CARLSON 
members of the joint select committee on 
the part of the Senate, as provided for in 

the act of August 5, 1939, entitled "An 
act to provide for the dispasition of cer
tain records of the United States Gov
ernment," for the dispasition of execu
tive papers ref erred to in the report of 
the Archivist of the United States num
bered 55-18. 

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND 
LABOR 

Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Subcommittee on School Construc
tion of the House Committee on Educa
tion and Labor be permitted to sit this 
afternoon during general debate while 
the House is in session. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

IMMIGRATION LAWS 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, because 

of the very obvious attempt to play poli
tics with a subject which should not get 
into the realm of politics, and I say that 
because of an address that was made 
last evening, I am inserting in the REC
ORD an analysis by a technician on the 
immigration laws of the United States. 
I respectfully urge you to read it in the 
interest of knowing what the truth 
really is. 

ITALY REMEMBERS JUNE 2, 1946 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, after 

the defeat of the Nazis in World War II, 
Italy was in a state of ferment. A po
litical vacuum had been created by the 
failure of Mussolini's despatic experi
ment, but ready to step into this vacuum 
was a coalition group of anti-Fascist 
parties which had. been suppressed by 
Mussolini, but had united underground 
as the Committee of National Liberation. 

At first the government had a difficult 
and uncertain time. Before December 
of 1945, several cabinets had already 
formed and fallen. A number of ele
ments contributed to the unhappy po
litical situation, but two of these were 
crucial. In the first place Italy at the 
end of the war found herself in a serious 
plight economically; and in the second 
place no decision had been reached as 
to whether Italy was to remain a mon
archy or become a republic. In Decem
ber 1945, however, Alcide de Gasperi, 
the Christian Democratic leader, became 
Premier. of Italy, and managed to give 
Italy a relatively stable government. 

Then in 1946, on June 2, the Italian 
people went to the polls for the express 
purpose of deciding the kind of govern-
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ment they wanted. In this public ref er
endum the issue of monarchy or republic 
was settled by the people in favor of a 
republic. 

This series of events and subsequent 
developments in Italy have given the 
free nations of the West confidence in 

· the Italian people and in their ability 
to produce strong democratic leader
ship. The road that Italy has had to 
traverse since the war has been at times 
very disheartening. The U. S. S. R., 
fully aware of Italy's strategic impar
tance, made that country one of its chief 
targets for subversion. The Communist 
menace, coupled with the economic 
problems of unemployment and the 
crucial need for land -reform, have at 
times made Italy's plight seem quite 
critical. 

But today when we look at Italy we 
see a country that is well on its way to 
greater economic and Political stability, 
and that in its relationship with its 
neighbors and allies is enjoying friendly 
cooperation and understanding. The 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
and the Coal and Steel Community are 
some of the larger international projects 
in which Italy is a participant and a 
leader. In the Trieste settlement with 
Yugoslavia, Italy has .. shown her desire 
to negotiate troublesome disputes for 
the sake of agreement and peace. The 
friendship between Italy and our own 
country is continually evident. For in
stance, this spring there was a visit to 
our country by Premier Mario Scelba; 
and this summer we plan to participate 
in the international trade fairs in Milan 
and Palermo. · 

on this June 2, Italy is looking back 
along the way she has come. May we be 
among the first to congratulate the Ital
ian people on the remarkable accom
plishments that their republican gov
ernment has made since 1946. 

RESPECT FOR A FORMER 
PRESIDENT 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, the news

papers recently carried a story that 
former President Harry S. Truman had 
"declined an invitation" to attend the 
session at San Francisco later this month 
celebrating the 10th anniversary of the 
founding of the United Nations. It now 
appears that the newspaper did not carry 
the full story. 

Former President Truman, it appears, 
was invited merely to go along in a cer
tain crowd, as a kind of official guest of 
Secretary of State Dulles, but without 
the natural invitation to speak at the 
ceremonies that is indicated by common 
courtesy and by Mr. Truman's intimate 
connection with the founding of the U. N. 

It is understandable that Secretary 
Dulles and the U. N. officials could not 
complete their program until they were 
sure about the official representation of 

the present administration. It- might 
have been difficult for them to ask Mr. 
Truman, a farmer President, to speak if 
the highest-ranking official American 
spokesman was the Cabinet officer, the 
Secretary of State. 

Now President Eisenhower has an
nounced that his schedule will permit 
him to address the U. N. celebration. 
The matter of protocol has been taken 
care of, for naturally our present Chief 
Executive will make the first American 
speech as America's highest present 
spokesman. 

I very much hope, and I strongly urge, 
that Secretary Dulles will now suggest 
to the U. N. officials that Harry S. Tru
man, private citizen of Independence, 
Mo., be invited to speak. 

No human being in all the world had 
more to do with the founding of the 
United Nations than Mr. Truman. 

The first major decision he had to 
make as President, when he succeeded 
Franklin D. Roosevelt on April 12, 1945, 
was a decision that the scheduled San 
Francisco conference to establish the 
U. N. would meet exactly as planned, 
and that the United States would par
ticipate exactly as planned. 

It would be very curious-it would be 
a shameful thing-if Mr. Truman, still 
in the vigor of his years, should not be 
called upon by his countrymen to take 
a part in the ceremonies celebrating the 
organization which his decisiveness and 
wisdom helped found. 

The initiative, no doubt, must rest 
with President Eisenhower and Secre
tary Dulles to make the proper sugges
tions to the appropriate U. N. officials. 
The suggestions should be made, and 
made promptly. I have no doubt that 
Mr. Truman, even though a private citi
zen, will have much wisdom to offer. 

COMMI'ITEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Committee 
on the Judiciary may have until mid
night tonight to file sundry reports. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

FOREST FIRES AND OUR NATIONAL 
FOREST RESERVES 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I have 

asked for this 1 minute in order to call 
the attention of my colleagues to a re
lease by the United States Department 
of Agriculture reporting damage caused 
by forest fires on our national forest 
reserves: 

Damage on·national forests was estimated 
at $3.7 mlllion for calendar year 1954, the 
United States Department of Agriculture 
announced yesterday. 

According to reports from Forest Service 
field offices 7,869 forest fires-8,425 of them 
man-caused-burned 107,656 acres of na-

tional forest land during 1954. The timber 
damage was $1,062,489. 

The destruction of ground cover, such as 
grass, trees, and shrubs, resulted in damages 
of $2,227,455 to watersheds which supply a. 
large part of the water used in the West for 
industry, irrigation farming, and in the 
home. These damages appear in erosion of 
topsoll, excessive silt in streams and reser
voirs, flash floods, and in a few instances 
mudflows. Damage to other nontimber re
sources such as wildlife, recreation, and for
age was $447,033. 

The 1954 report shows an across-the-board 
improvement over the 1953 national forest 
fire record. During that year 8,353 fires 
burned 281,314 acres o.t national forest land, 
leaving in their wake an estimated damage 
of $14,489,594. 

The Department of Forestry is to be 
congratulated for this fine record which 
'\\1as made possible through adequate ap
propriations by the Congress. 

INCREASED COMPENSATION FOR 
POSTAL EMPLOYEES 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service have until midnight tonight ·to 
file a repart on the bill <S. 2061) in
creasing the rates of compensation of 
officers and employees of the Post Office 
Department. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 

PROGRAM FOR NEXT WEEK 
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, may I in:. 

quire of the majority leader as to the 
program for next week. 

Mr. McCORMACK. On Monday H. R. 
5376, a bill to amend the Rural ~lectri
fication Act of 1936. 

It is understood if there should be any 
rollcalls that day, they shall go over until 
Tuesday. 

On Tuesday there is the Consent Cal
endar and the Private Calendar, and one 
suspension, S. 2061, the postal pay-raise 
bill. 

After that House Resolution 2'10, an 
investigation of the Federal Open Mar
ket Committee from the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

The first order of business on 'ruesday 
wm be the consideration of the postal 
pay-raise bill under suspension of the 
rules. After that bill is disposed of the 
two calendars will be called. 

On Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday, 
not necessarily in the order in which I 
shall list them, there is H. R. 5923, inter
American highway. 

H. R. 6410, Smithsonian Institution, 
Museum of History Building. 

Mr. MARTIN. That is for the con
struction of a new .building? 

Mr. McCORMACK. That is my under
standing. 

Then H. R. 6227, Bank Holding Com
pany Act of 1955, if a rule is reported. 
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The usual reservations: Conference 
reports may be brought up at anytime 
and any further program will be an
nounced later. 

AMENDING . THE FLOOD CONTROL 
ACT WITH RESPECT TO RAPPA
HANNOCK RIVER 
Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, by direc

tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 261, and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself, into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
192) to amend Public Law 526 of the 79th 
Congress, section 10 of the Flood Control 
Act, July 24, 1946 (Rappahannock River). 
After general debate, which shall be confined 
to the bill, and shall continue not to exceed 
1 hour, to be equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and rankin~ minority mem
ber of the Committee on Public Works, the 
bill shall be read for amendment under the 
5-minute rule. At the conclusion of the 
consideration of the bill for amendment, 
the Committee shall rise and report the bill 
to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted, and the previous ques
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill and amendments thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except one mo
tion to recommit. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, with the 
adoption of this resolution, the House 
will consider H. R. 192. This bill amends 
existing law, section 10 of the Flood Con
trol Act of July 24, 1946. 

It is interesting to note that when the 
original act left this Chamber it called 
for a dam 240 feet high. When it 
reached the Senate, it was reduced to 
220 feet. The committee of conference 
agreed on that. 

This act was passed in 1946, and now 
the Army engineers feel that this is not 
feasible, and they come back and ask 
this Congress to consider and pass this 
resolution, making the dam 240 feet high. 

The existing law reads: 
Rappahannock River Basin: The project 

for the Salem Church Reservoir on Rappa
hannock River, Va., is hereby authorized 
substantially in accordance with the recom
mendations of the Chief of Engineers in his 
report dated April 8, 1946, at an estimated 
cost of $17,755,000: Provided, That the power 
pool shall be maintained at an elevation not 
to exceed 220 feet. 

All this does is to change the 220 feet 
to 240 feet. The bill is reported unani
mously by the Committee on Public 
Works. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I know of no objection to the rule or the 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. O'NEIL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

DIRECT LOANS UNDER SERVICE
MEN'S READJUSTMENT ACT 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr: Speaker, by di
rection of the Committee on Rules I call 
up House Resolution 246. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5715) 
to amend the Servicemen's Readjustment 
Act of 1944 to extend the authority of the 
Administrator of Veterans' Affairs to make 
direct loans, and to authorize the Adminis
trator to make additional types of direct 
loans thereunder, and for other purposes. 
After general debate, which shall be confined 
to the bill, and shall continue not to ex
ceed 1 hour, to be equally divided and con
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor
ity member of the Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs, the bill shall be read for amendment 
under the 5-minute rule. At the conclusion 
of the consideration of the bill for amend
ment, the Committee shall rise and report 
the bill to the House with such amendments 
as may have been adopted, and the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
30 minutes to my colleague from Illinois 
[Mr. ALLEN], and yield myself such time 
as I may use. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution provides 
for the consideration of the bill, H. R. 
5715, to amend the Servicemen's Read
justment Act of 1944 to extend the au
thority of the Administrator of Veterans' 
Affairs to make direct loans, and to au
thorize the Administrator to make addi
tional types of direct loans thereunder, 
and for other purposes. 

It also provides loans for the following 
purposes: 

(A) To purchase or construct a dwelling to 
be owned and occupied by him as a home; 

(B) To purchase a farm on which there is 
a farm residence to be occupied by the vet
eran as his home; 

(C) To construct on land owned by the 
veteran a farm residence to be occupied by 
him as his home; or 

(D) To repair, alter, or improve a farm 
residence or other dwelling owned by the 
veteran and occupied by him as his home. 

This is a continuation and extension 
of legislation already on the books on 
behalf of the veterans. 

I know of no opposition to the bill 
either in the Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs or in the Rules Committee. -

Mr. Speaker, I have no requests for 
time on this side. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
the able gentleman from Indiana has 
explained the legislation as well as the 
main provisions of the bill. 

I know of no opposition to the bill. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

1 minute to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. McCoRMACKJ. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to make a further annoW1cement 
in connection with the program for next 
week, and ask that my remarks be 
made a part of my previous reply to 

the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
MARTIN]. 

The first order of business on Tues
day will be consideration of the postal 
pay-raise bill under a suspension of the 
rules. After disposition of this bill, the 
two calendars will be called. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the . 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. ! yield. 
Mr. GROSS. May I ask the distin

guished gentlema::. from Massachusetts 
what the program is for the remainder 
of this week? 

Mr. McCORMACK. After the disposi
tion of these two bills today, we are going 
over until Monday. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was ·agreed to. 

SURVEY OF HURRICANE DAMAGE 
Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 414) to au
thorize an examination and survey of the 
coastal and tidal areas of the eastern 
and southern United States, with par
ticular reference to areas where severe 
damages have occurred from hurricane 
winds and tides. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 

the right to object, I would like to make 
an inquiry of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island about this bill. First, however, 
let me say that I favor the survey and 
hope it will open the way for greater 
protection from the hurricanes. In 
recent years all New England and the 
residents of the eastern Atlantic shore 
have suffered tremendous losses. 

These losses for the most part fall upon 
individuals as there is no insurance cov
erage for damage done by water. 

Scores of individuals were wiped out 
by the hurricanes of recent years. If 
we can through survey secure better pro
tection it would be a proper service of 
the Government to its people. 

Lately we expanded our weather warn
ing service and this is in the direction of 
further avoiding catastrophes. As I un
derstand it, this is a request for a survey 
only? 

Mr. FOGARTY. For a survey of the 
northeastern section of our country and 
down the Atlantic coast including South 
Carolina, where the brunt of these hurri
canes has been occurring in the last few 
years. This bill passed by unanimous 
consent in the Senate a couple of days 
ago. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak
er, reserving the right to object, why is 
it not broadened to take in places like 
Kansas, Oklahoma, and Nebraska? 

Mr. FOGARTY. I would not object 
to that at all, but in our section of the 
country in the last 5 or 6 years these hur
ricanes seem to have been occurring 
more often than in the past and some
thing has to be done immediately. It is 
something new that is occurring. 

Mr. MARTIN. I think this is only a 
coastal survey. 

Mr. FOGARTY: A survey of the 
coastal area. 
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Mr. MARTIN. I agree with the gen

tleman from Nebraska that they should 
have their areas surveyed, too, and of 
course I would be glad to aid them in 
their efforts for better protection for 
their constituents. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Are they 
going to do something about the Al
mighty originating these hurricanes? 
How far will this Congress go? I think 
I will object so that it can be held up 
until it will include the rest of the United 
States. 

Mr. MARTIN. Why does not the gen
tleman get his own bill introduced? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. It is easier 
to hook it up to a bill that is being pushed 
through. 

Mr. MARTIN. I might say to the gen
tleman that nobody is trying to push 
this bill through. It has been passed by 
the Senate and is being considered in the 
orderly way. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I am going 
to object until I can look it up. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I hope the gentle
man will not object because the matter 
has been cleared and screened. So far 
as legislation with reference to surveys 
elsewhere is concerned we all are for it 
and will enthusiastically support that 
proposition. I hope my friend will not 
object on this occasion to the present 
consideration of the bill. I can assure 
the gentleman that if anyone introduces 
a resolution for a survey anywhere else 
in the country it will gladly receive the 
support of the leadership on my side, and, 
I know, of the leadership on the gentle
man's side of the aisle. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. With the 
majority leader and minority leader in
sisting, and with their explanation, I 
withdraw my reservation. I would like 
to include the rest of the Nation, and I 
might at a future time introduce a reso
lution to make inquiries into the balance 
of the country. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman 
withdraw his objection? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I do, Mr. 
Speaker, yes. 

Mr. McCORMACK. May I make just 
this observation: I have been disturbed 
at the names they give these hurricanes. 
They always give the name of a member 
of the gentler sex, and I do not think it 
is appropriate. If there are any more 
hurricanes, I hope they will use another 
name except that of a member of the 
gentler sex. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I think the 
names are used according to whether 
they occur north of the Equator or south 
of the Equator. If south of the Equator, 
they use the names of the male of the 
species; north of the Equator they use 
the names of the female sex. 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr. Speak
er, reserving the right to object, in ref
erence to the peculiarity in connection 
with the names of hurricanes, I particu
larly object to the one with the name of 
Carol. 
. Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, re
serving the right to object, what is the 
difference between this particular bill 
and the one I introduced that the gen
tleman is definitely acquainted with? 

Mr. FOGARTY. I am not familiar 
with the bill the gentleman from Con
necticut introduced. I may say to the 
gentleman from Connecticut that we are 
accepting the Bush bill that passed the 
Senate on May 31. Its sponsor is the 
Senator from the gentleman's State. 
The bill was amended in the Senate to 
take in as far as South Carolina. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have introduced 
a bill. 

Mr. FOGARTY. Some Congressmen 
from the New England area have the 
same bill in. 

Mr. PATTERSON. They are not the 
same. Mine would give the people ade
quate warning. 

Mr. FOGARTY. This is not the same 
type of bill at all. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What does this 
have to do with? 

Mr. FOGARTY. This authorizes a 
survey to be made by the Army engi
neers. 

Mr. PATI'ERSON. For what pur
pose? 

Mr. FOGARTY. To ascertain the 
cause of hurricanes and what can be 
done to protect the coastline. 

Mr. PATI'ERSON. What is going to 
be done in the meantime for the protec
tion of the people up there; not only up 
there but elsewhere? 

Mr. FOGARTY. The House very 
graciously . added almost $3 million to 
the appropriation bill a week or 10 days 
ago to give the Weather Bureau more 
funds to enable them to give quicker 
warnings for hurricanes and tornadoes. 
I understand that a move is being made 
in the Senate to increase that by $11 mil
lion for the Weather ·Bureau, and if the 
bill comes back increased by $11 million, 
I think the House will accept the amend
ment of the Senate for research and for 
quicker warning systems for hurricanes 
and the like. 

Mr. PATI'ERSON. I was only in
formed this morning that the amount 
the House passed last week was very in
adequate to take care of any warning 
system. 

Mr. FOGARTY. It may be inade
quate, but it is a lot more than .before 
we started negotiations, I will say to the 
gentleman. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN. I yield to the gentle
woman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
am delighted that this bill is coming up, 
because only a week or 10 days ago in 
New England we had what some people 
designated a hurricane, with very heavy 
swells and high seas along the beaches. 
We think this bill is very necessary. 
. Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I with
draw my reservation of objection. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, it 

is with a great deal of satisfaction that 
I join in support of the passage of S. 414, 
introduced by the Senator from Con
necticut [Mr. BusHJ. I should like to call 

to the attention of the House that prior 
to the introduction of Mr. FoGARTY's bill, 
I introduced a bill, H. R. 3811, identical 
to the Senate bill. This bill which we 
are about to pass has certain amend
ments to conform with changes made in 
the Senate. 

It would be remiss of me to fail to use 
every legitimate opportunity to point out 
to the Members of this body that the 
Governor of the State of New York is 
holding up an identical authorization for 
Long Island's south shore. 

This involves one of those Federal
State agreements whereby the Army en
gineers do the work. However, the 
money is put up equally between the Fed
eral Government and the State. In actu
ality, the State funds are provided 50 
percent by the State and 50 percent by 
the county-in this case Suffolk County. 
So far, everybody has done his job ex
cept the State of New York. Why? Is 
it because the Governor feels that the 
prevailing political party on Long Island 
is not to his liking? The most vicious 
thing that any public official can do is 
to play politics with people's lives. Our 
shore erosion surveys are a matter of life 
and death to us on Long Island. The 
delay in this survey must and shall be 
directly charged to Averell Harriman, 
Governor of the State of New York. 
Public officials have continually called 
to his attention the need for joining with 
the Federal Government in a coopera
tive survey. He has consistently ignored 
our pleas. Erosion control committees 
have been set up in almost every com
munity. They have urged the Governor 
to join in a nonpolitical venture to save 
Long Island's shores. Their pleas, too, 
have been ignored. 

With specific reference to the bill be
fore the House may I say that upon pas
sage of this measure we have completed 
but half the job. From here we must 
make a presentation to the Bureau of 
the Budget requesting funds of the Ap
propriations Committee to carry out the 
intent of our bill. I can only hope and 
pray that the administration will take 
a sympathetic attitude to our plight. 

Locally, we have an alert board of 
county supervisors who will undoubtedly, 
on their own initiative, come up with a 
positive program for saving lives in the 
event of an emergency. As I have said 
repeatedly, this is more than a local 
project. It is areawide, statewide, and 
regionalwide. The hurricanes may 
strike anywhere and without a great deal 
of advance warning. 

In closing, let me repeat that the 
proposition should be for cine and all 
to join on a completely nonpartisan basis 
for the common interest. By swimming 
together we will not drown individually. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Rhode Island? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in view of the 

severe damage to the coastal and tidal areas 
of the eastern and southern United States 
from the occurrence of hurricanes, particu
larly the hurricanes of August 31, 1954, and 
September 11, 1954, in the New England, 
New York, and New Jersey coastal and tidal 
areas, and the hurricane of October 15, 1954, 
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1n the coastal and tidal areas extending south 
to South Carolina, and in view of the dam
ages caused by other hurricanes in the past, 
the Secretary of the Army, in cooperation 
with the Secretary of Commerce and other 
Federal agencies concerned with hurricanes, 
is hereby authorized and directed to cause 
an examination and survey to be made of 
the eastern and southern seaboard of the 
United States with respect to hurricanes, 
with particular reference to areas where se
vere damages have occurred. 

SEC. 2. Such survey, to be made under the 
direction of the Chief of Engineers, shall in
clude the securing of data on the behavior 
and frequency of hurricanes, and the det er
mination of methods of forecasting their 
paths and improving warning services, and 
of possible means of preventing loss of hu
man lives and damages to property, with due 
consideration of the economics of proposed 
breakwaters, seawalls, dikes, dams, and other 
structures, warning services, or other meas
ures which might be required. 

SEC. 3. There are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated such sums as may be necessary 
to carry out the provisions of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the .table. 

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Rhode Island? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, almost 

the entire eastern coast faces the threat 
of these devastating storms. · However, 
it is in the Northeast that the damage 
has been greatest. 

Hurricanes can strike in any of the 
summer or fall months. They have 
been concentrated, however, during the 
months of August and September. The 
next hurricane season is only 2 months 
away. There is no assurance whatso
ever that the Northeastern States will 
not experience in 1955 a repetition of 
the severe damage suffered in August 
and September of last year. We cannot 
afford to lose time in arriving at the 
best solutions to the critical problems 
which these recurring storms create. 
I feel that it is vitally necessary that 
we in Congress act promptly to give an 
assurance that no time will be lost 
in meeting the Federal responsibility 
for leadership in solving the hurricane 
problems. 

Hurricane protection is clearly a Fed
eral responsibility. In principle, it is no 
different than the measures already 
established in Federal practice under 
flood control and beach erosion. It · is 
merely because of legal technicalities 
that special authorization must be ob
tained from the Congress to permit the 
Army engineers to enter this field. It 
is true, however, that Congress has rec
ognized in the past the magnitude of 
this problem and has authorized par
ticipation by the Federal Government in 
hurricane flood control at Galveston, 
Tex., and Lake Okeechobee in Florida. 
All of the Senators and Congressmen 
with whom I ha-ve discussed this mat
ter have agreed that it is clearly a Fed
eral responsibility. This problem is 
urgent. If significant steps are not in 

progress during the coming hurricane 
season, there will be little confidence 
throughout the New England area in the 
interest of the National Government in 
the welfare of this significant section of 
the Nation. 

As a nation, we cannot afford to per
mit the loss, every few years, of almost a 
half-billion dollars in wealth, when for a 
fraction of this amount the greater part 
of the loss can be prevented. Several 
independent engineering firms have 
made extensive studies of the upper end 
of Narragansett Bay, R. I ., where one of 
the 20 largest metropolitan centers in 
the Nation is located. This area is peri
odically buffeted by hurricane winds 
which surge 20 miles up the bay and fun
nel a 13-foot tidal wave to smash into the 
downtown area of Providence. Gentle
men, unless you have seen a city under 
water, you cannot grasp the extent of 
destruction, the dangers to health, the 
crippling effect on all normal activity, of 
the ocean gone mad. The preliminary 
engineering studies which have been 
made show that protective works are 
possible which will provide annual bene
fits valued at from 2 to 12 times the 
annual costs involved. By the same 
methods and standards which are used 
to judge other Federal public works 
projects, Narragansett Bay protection 
makes a great deal of sense. 

There have been any number of dif
ferent schemes proposed to solve the 
problem, and at present there is con
fusion, even among engineering circles, 
as to which will be most effective. The 
people of the affected States, however, 
are relying upon the objective analysis 
and superior experience of the Army 
engineers to resolve which of the many 
proposals is the one which will do the 
job best. At this time, Federal leader
ship is essential to settle this matter and 
to settle it promptly. Here is the oppor
tunity for Federal leadership that will 
help to compensate for the failure of 
Federal agencies to provide adequate 
warning last August 31. 

I have spoken primarily of the prob
lem in Narragansett Bay and the 
Providence, R. I., area, because that is 
where the greatest concentration of 
losses occurred and is likely to occur 
again. It is also the location where ef
fective results from protective construc
tion can be obtained most quickly. 

It should be made clear, however, that 
the majority of the problems associated 
with the hurricanes are shared by many 
communities and by several States. The 
problem is not an isolated one. The 
paths of hurricanes are unpredictable 
more than a few hours ahead. The 
broad scale planning needed for meet
ing this problem is one definitely 
of Federal interest. Action must be 
taken and it should be taken now. The 
bill presently before us will permit some 
form of action in the near future. For 
this reason I urge all the members to sup
port this bill which will authorize this 
all-important study. By so doing we 
shall point the way toward an end to 
the repeated loss of life and property. 

AMENDING THE FLOOD CONTROL 
ACT WITH RESPECT TO RAPPA
HANNOCK RIVER 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Speak

er, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 192) to 
amend Public Law 526 of the 79th Con
gress, section 10 of the Flood Control Act, 
July 24, 1946-Rappahannock River. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the con
sideration of the bill, H. R. 192, with Mr. 
BOLLING in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent, the first read

ing of the bill was dispensed with. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair

man, I yield myself 5 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to amend 

the Flood Control Act of 1946 to provide 
for the increase in height of the Salem 
Dam on the Rappahannock River, which 
was authorized to be constructed at a 
height of 220 feet. The House, as re
quested by the Corps of Engineers in the 
report on the project submitted to the 
House in 1946, recommended that the 
height of the dam be at 240 feet. The 
House, in its omnibus Flood Control Act 
of 1946, passed a bill providing that the 
Salem Church Project should be con
structed at 240 feet, pursuant to the re
quest of the Corps of Engineers, based 
upon a survey that had been made prior 
to the enactment of the act of 1946. The 
bill went to the Senate, where it was pro
vided that it should be constructed at a 
height of 220 feet. The measure went 
to conference, and the Senate version 
prevailed, and the conference report was 
adopted providing for the construction 
of the dam at 220 feet. The Corps of 
Engineers, standing by the original re
port which they submitted to the House 
and to the Senate, is of the opinion that 
a height of 240 feet would make a better 
dam and· would carry out the intentions 
of its construction to a far greater de
gree than the prior 220-foot authoriza
tion. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I under

stand that this is an authorization and 
no money has been appropriated actu
ally for the building of this dam. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Yes, I am 
coming to that. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. This is in 
the same category in which there are 
many, many other projects that have 
been authorized but for which no money 
has been appropriated. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. This is a 
modification of an authorized project 
that has not received a survey. The 
authorization originally was for $17 
million for the construction of this proj
ect. It is not expected that the project 
will cost any more. Therefore the au
thorization carries forward the original 
figures contained in the 1946 act. The 
project is a multiple-purpose project 
for flood control, the generation of hy-
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droelectric power and for navigation on 
the lower stem of the river. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair• 
man, will the gentleman yield at that 
point? 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska., How 

much is represented by the generation 
of hydroelectric power? 
. Mr. JONES of Alabama. I believe 

that information is in the report. 
Mr. BECKER. If the gentleman will 

yield, it is 90 percent for power and 8 
percent for flood control. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. The installed 
capacity will be 54,500 kilowatts. The 
run of the river power plant at Freder
icksburg would be about 21,800. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. If the gen
tleman will yield further, what is the 
total cost of the project? 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. $17 million. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. And that 

includes the 240-foot dam? 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. Yes. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. What por

tion of the $17 million will be repaid to 
the Federal Government eventually? 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Of course, 
it would -be hard to determine the exact 
repayments since it would be most diffl.· 
cult to determine the stream flow, be
cause there is no other regulating dam. 
Therefore any :figure that I would sub
mit would be a mere speculation. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Of course, 
under our law the amount expended on 
flood control is not repayable. If only 8 
percent goes to flood control and 92 per
cent to power I would expect that the 
power, if generated, would pay back to 
the Federal Treasury the money plus 
the interest. That is what I would like 
to have someone tell me, if that is being 
done in this bill. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Of course, 
the gentleman well knows the procedure 
by which rates are determined by the 
disposing agency, the Federal Power 
Commission, upon the estimate of cost 
that is allocated to each division or each 
category of the functions of the dam. 

I think if we have an-authorized proj
ect of 220 feet and then we amend that 
to 240 feet and make that dam of greater 
economic benefit to the Federal Govern
ment, that is the sound action for this 
House to take, particularly when 'it does 
not increase the cost of the project. 

The gentleman is bringin'g up ques
tions that properly should have been 
brought up when the bill was being con
sidered or the item was being considered 
in the Flood Control Act of 1946. · 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I have no 

copies of hearings on the bill. I notice 
that there are supposed to be transcripts 
of hearings on :file presently. 
· Mr. JONES of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. Mll..LER of Nebraska. Which may 
be obtained from the clerk of the com
mittee. I assume that the hearings 
would show what portion was allocated 
to power. Under reclamation law the 
part of the money advanced for power 
is returnable at 2½ percent interest. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. If the gen
tleman has notions that we are going to 
have to revise and go back through the 
authorizations computing the division of 
costs, then it will be necessary for me to 
get the letter of transmittal of the hear
ings presented in 1946. The questions 
the gentleman is raising with me at the 
moment are not questions that seem 
to me should be raised at this time, 
in view of the fact that they should 
have been raised back when the project 
was authorized. The situation has not 
changed. It is the same dam, involv
ing the same economic factors now that 
they had in 1946. So the committee was 
not prepared to go back and examine all 
the details and survey all the reports, 
because we have numbers and numbers 
and numbers of these projects before the 
committee, and we have and will have in 
the future a great number of projects 
that will require revision because new 
economic facts are being brought into 
play to authorize projects that were 
authorized several years ago. 

We hope in the Committee on Public 
Works to scrutinize those projects and 
see that their return will be commen
surate with the investment at the hands 
of the Federal Government and see that 
those projects are investments that re
flect wise and prudent management on 
the part of the committee and of the 
House. We have hundreds of author
ized projects and they, too, will have to 
be reviewed in the light of new demands 
that are made on the projects that have 
been heretofore authorized. 

Mr. Chairman, I think this is a most 
worthy project, and I hope we do not 
experience difficulty by having it op
posed today. 

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Ne
braska [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair~ 
man, I am not going to oppose raising 
the height of the dam although I think 
you are making a rather futile gesture 
here in raising it from 220 to 240 feet. 
It is my understanding that $8 or $9 bil
lion has been authorized by Congress for 
various flood control projects for which 
no money has yet been appropriated. I 
presume this falls into the same 
category. 

I do want to say this, that if there is 
money allocated in here for power, I 
should like very much to see that the 
power portion be returned to the Federal 
Government. Under reclamation proj
ects on which power is produced, the 
principal plus 2 ½ percent interest is re
turned to the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. About the 

return anticipated from the power 
pr.oject, it is estimated that the annual 
power benefits will be $1,641,310. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. That is 
very good. Then I presume much of it 
will be returned. 

I did want to say, too, that we have 
authorized flood control projects, .and 
i have voted for them. That is nothing 
inore than getting water off the land, 
protecting property, digging channels 

deeper so that ships can get up to the 
industrial areas. But about $11 billion 
has been appropriated by Congress since 
it has been in the business of :flood con
trol, with no return of interest or prin
cipal. We from the 17 arid States come 
in and ask for money for reclamation 
projects and in 50 years we have received 
$2.6 billion for reclamation projects. 
The best :figures we have from economists 
say that these Federal projects of 17 mil-· 
lion acres of land under irrigation now 
have returned to the Federal Treasury 
about $4 billion in taxes. They are pay
ing back and they have paid back about 
$600 million of the money that has been 
borrowed. Sure, they borrowed the 
money without interest, but I remind you 
again that these flood control projects 
pay no interest at all or pay back not 1 
cent of principal so I am just making 
the plea that when some· reclamation 
projects come before the House commit
tee and the House generally that they 
will be looked at with a little more feel
ing of charity. I have before me a map 
showing the expenditures for the differ
ent States prepared by the Library of 
Congress showing the amount of moneys 
that have been expended up to June 30, 
1952, for flood control projects in the 
different States, and the money that is 
returnable which is reclamation money. 
It makes a very interesting study. I 
think after we go back into the House, I 
shall ask permission to place this study 
in the RECORD so that the Members of 
Congress can understand that the tre
mendous amount of money spent for 
:flood control goes over all the 48 States. 
None of it is returned· except that it does 
protect property, and I think we must 
do that. But, in comparison, money 
spent for reclamation projects brings in 
new wealth, security, new confidence and 
a healthy and growing dynamic country. 
so reclamation projects will come be
fore the House from time to time, and I 
hope will receive the considerate atten
tion of Members of the House. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

.Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield. 
Mr. JONE.S of Alabama. I would like 

to assure the gentleman he will not find 
us indifferent to the :fine projects he de
scribes which may be reported from the 
Committee on Interior and Insular Af
fairs. 
, Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I thank the 
gentleman very much. 

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BECKER. I yield. 
Mr. BOW. Do I understand that this 

is one case where the other body had 
reduced something that the House had 
passed? 

Mr. BECKER. That is correct. They 
reduced it in 1946, when the bill went 
through, from 240 feet to 220 feet. 

Mr. BOW. In other words, in the case 
of dams, they think we are too high. 

Mr. BECKER. That is correct. 
. Mr. BOW. I hope they will have the 
same feeling on appropriations now go
ing over to the other body. 

Mr. BECKER. I hope so, too. 
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Mr. Chairman, I oppose the passage 
of this request for a resurvey of the 
project for a dam on the Rappahannock 
River. I listened very carefully to the 
testimony and interrogated many of the 
witnesses before our subcommittee. 
When this amendment was proposed be
fore our committee, the first opening 
was on the basis of the need for water 
for the people of the city of Fredericks
burg. . There was no mention of hydro
electric power and no mention of flood 
control. As a matter of fact, in the 
entire testimony there was little or noth
ing of interest on the matter of flood 
control. If you will look at the report 
now before us, you will notice that the 
estimates that are printed in the report 
of the previous construction estimates 
total $17 million, which is encompassed 
in this amendment. However, on the 
very latest estimates which were testi
fied to by the Army engineers, this proj
ect would cost approximately $50 mil
lion. As I stated here a few minutes 
ago, and I made the statement that the 
testimony was that if this project was 
built, it would be built on the basis of 
92 percent for hydroelectric power and 
8 percent for flood control, and that the 
record of that area of Virginia over the 
past 50 years will show that there has 
been little or no flood damage at all for 
the entire past 50 years or more. If the 
people of the city of Fredericksburg need 
water, I am certainly anxious to see 
them get that water. But I also made a 
little investigation and interrogated 
people, and I find that the city of Fred
ericksburg has at no time made any 
effort to secure water on its own. I 
know many places in this country where 
people, in order to secure water, have 
to go and dig their own artesian wells 
and thus secure the finest water that you 
can get. I am sure that if the city of 
Fredericksburg needs water, it can 
dig its own artesian wells and secure 
all the water it needs. To build this 
dam in that particular area, I think we 
must take into consideration that there 
is electric power there now provided by 
the Virginia Electric Power & Light Co., 
which is supplying all the power that is 
necessary, and this company is able, if 
necessary, to build additional power
plants if they are needed and if more 
power is required. 

Personally, I am anxious to see more 
steam plants built in that area, if neces
sary, because in that way they would, 
perhaps, use the coal which our coal 
miners can produce and thus keep our 
coal miners working. Many Members 
of the House here today can testify to 
the fact that in our coal mining areas 
we have a great deal of unemployment 
because of a lack of demand for our coal. 
So I say if more electric power is needed 
in that area, more steam plants could 
be used and the Virginia Power & Light 
Co. co·.:ld produce it very well. 

I would like to point out that in the 
course of the testimony in. relation to 
the Cooperative Electric Co. in that 
area, they say they are producing rates 
now at 6.81 average to the consumer, 
whereas the Virginia Power & Light Co. 
produces at a rate of 7.5, a difference of 
a few mills or a part of a mill. But they 
also bring out the fact that the electric 

power company in that area pays the 
Federal Government some $19 million in .. 
come taxes, whereas the cooperatives 
pay not 1 dime. 

These things should be taken into 
consideration. Last but not least, if we 
are to authorize a survey to go further 
with the construction of the proposed 
dam, we are going to inundate the lands 
of thousands of farmers in that area in 
Culpeper County. Those people have 
beautiful farms. You are going to put 
them completely out of business. I have 
taken occasion to drive through that 
area and have seen those farms. They 
are beautiful places. They are beau
tifully cultivated. They have made 
their homes there for generations. 
There is no reason under the sun why a 
dam should be built in that area and put 
those people out of their homes. 

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BECKER. I yield. 
Mr. HARRJSON of Virginia. As I un

derstand the issue in this bill, it is 
whether the dam is to be raised 20 feet. 

Mr. BECKER. That is true, but I 
would like to kill the whole thing, 

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. It is 
authorization for the construction of a 
220-f oot dam. 

Mr. BECKER. That is right, and it 
has proved nonfeasible on the report of 
the Army engineers. Now the request 
has come in to increase it to 240 feet to 
make a feasible project out of it, and 
they do not know whether that will do 
the job. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. BECKER. I yield myself 2 ad
ditional minutes, Mr. Chairman. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, there is much 
to be considered here in view of the fact 
that when the original authorization 
took place the Army engineers made 
their survey and their estimates, and 
they proved that a 220-foot dam was un
feasible. Nine years later we come back, 
after spending $145,000 on the previous 
survey, and there has to be more money 
spent to determine whether or not a 240-
foot dam is going to be feasible. They 
do not know whether that will be feasible 
either. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BECKER. I yield. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I wanted to ask about 

the amount of money that is in this bill. 
I have been listening for days to esti
mates set up for projects for a certain 
amount of money, but when the project 
was built it turned out to be as much as 
10 times the amount. I see this is esti
mated at $17,755,000. I have figures in 
my office to show that it will probably 
run over $50 million. 

Mr. BECKER. I have already stated 
that. The estimate is over $46 million, 
and now it will be over $50 million. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BECKER. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. This amend

ment does not change the figure as to 
the estimate. All it does is to increase 
the height of the dam. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. But the bill is 
brought before the Congress on the basis 

of a figure which is probably one-third 
of what the actual cost would be. Does 
the gentleman feel that the attitude of 
the Congress will be the same if they 
know it is going to cost three times what 
it says here? 
· Mr. JONES of Alabama. Of course, 
the gentleman is better able to answer 
that question than I am. He is a mem
ber of the Committee on Appropriations. 
He is talking about projects authorized 
4 or 5 or 6 years ago. 

Of course it would be impossible for 
us to give an authorization figure that 
would be useful 5, 10, or 15 years from 
now. 

Mr. PIIlLLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield briefly? 

Mr. BECKER. I yield. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. The point the gentle

man from Alabama has just made is ex
actly the point the gentleman from New 
York and California have been making, 
that authority to the Appropriations 
Committee should not be passed by the 
Congress on the assumption it is going 
to be $17 million, only to find several 
years from now that it is going to be $50 
million. If that is to be the cost, we 
should be advised of it right now. 

Mr. HAND. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BECKER. I yield. 
Mr. HAND. Are hearings available? 

Have they been printed? 
Mr. BECKER. Hearings have not been 

printed. I have in my hand here a 
mimeographed copy of a report. They 
have not been available to anyone, and 
that is the reason I may say in closing 
why I think there ought to be more time 
so the Members of the House can read 
the report and read the testimony of 
these hundreds of people who came up 
from Virginia. 

This authorization should be killed; 
the entire project should be killed, for it 
is absolutely unneeded. For one thing 
you will be destroying many Virginia 
farms; for another, there is no need for 
electric power up there, for they are get
ting all the power they can use in that 
area now; and flood control is totally 
unneeded. 

I say the best thing we could do would 
be to kill the survey and kill the whole 
proposition. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair .. 
man, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle .. 
man from Michigan [Mr. RABAUT]. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed out of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, this 

morning I appeared before the House 
Committee on Post Office and Civil Serv
ice and the committee unanimously or .. 
dered reported H. R. 692, my bill to au
thorize the Postmaster General to pro .. 
vide for the use in first- and second
class post offices of a special canceling 
stamp or postmarking die bearing the 
words "Pray for peace." 

An identical bill, as you know, was 
passed by the House in the 83d Con
gress on August 18, 1954, but Congress 
adjourned before action could be taken 
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in the Senate. I look for no objection 
to H. R. 692 in the present Congress. 

With our country in the position of 
leadership in the free world, with the 
heavy responsibility that accompanies 
such leadership, we are cognizant of 
the ever increasing attacks upon us by 
forces of godlessness and atheism. It is 
well indeed that we be reminded of our 
dependence upon God and of our faith 
in His support. A cancellation die on 
the face of the mail bearing the words 
"Pray for peace" will send this suppli
cation to the four corners of the earth. 
And in this action we will imitate the 
humility of our Founding Fathers who 
were ever mindful that a Supreme Being 
watches over the destinies of men and 
nations. This country has been sin
gularly blessed; it has been noted for 
its charity to distressed sister nations 
in times of need. The whole world longs 
for tranquil times. Let us embrace the 
eloquent words of Alfred Tennyson, 
"More things are wrought by prayer 
than this world dreams of," and place 
upon the face of our mail the significant 
words "Pray for peace." 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 9 minutes to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. SMITH], author of 
the resolution. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair
man, I take this time in the hope I can 
simplify the issue involved here to some 
extent. I would like to reiterate the his
tory of this project. 

Mr. Chairman, in the general flood
control bill considered by the 79th Con
gress this project was included at an 
estimated cost of $17 million. That bill 
came to the House and was passed and 
provided for an elevation of 240 feet. 
It went over to the other body where an 
amendment was adopted limiting the 
height of the dam to 220 feet; in other 
words, lowering it by 20 feet. It then 
went back to the Army engineers for 
further consideration as to an appro
priation, as all of these things do. The 
Army engineers thereupon reported that 
it was not economically feasible at 220 
feet but it was economically feasible at 
240 feet. So I introduced this bill which 
does nothing in the world but restore 
this dam to what the House adopted in 
the 79th Congress, namely, the 240-foot 
elevation. All I am asking the Congress 
to do in this legislation is to reaffirm 
what it did before under the authoriza
tion and under the report and recom
mendation of the Corps of Engineers. 

All the debate that has gone on this 
morning about this bill, which I thought 
would be passed in a few minutes, has 
been over the question of whether we 
should destroy the whole thing that the 
Congress authorized in the 79th Con
gress. But that is not the question. 
The question is whether you shall re
affirm and stand by the action of the 
'19th Congress. I do not know about all 
of this talk whether it will cost more 
than the $17 million. I only know what 
in the hearings on this piece of legis
lation the Army engineers said. Now, it 
has been 4 or 5 years since this thing 
has been done; we do not know whether 
we can build it for that figure or not; 
we do not know whether we can recom
mend it now. So .what we would like 

you to do is to give us an opportUnity 
to reexamine the whole proposition in 
the light of subsequent developments and 
subsequent costs. . 

Mr. Chairman, those of you who are 
familiar with these projects--and most 
of you are far more familiar than I am
know that the Army engineers must find 
this to be economically feasible. If they 
find upon reexamination that the costs 
are such that it is not economically fea
sible, it will be like hundreds of these 
projects that are laying around here; it 
will be authorized but not built be
cause it is not economically feasible 
under the formula described by the Army 
engineers, unless the appropriation is 
increased. 

I hope that the House will not con
sider going into the question of repu
diating what the 79th Congress did after 
a most elaborate consideration. For in
sta:ice, I hold in my hand the report 
upon which this bill was originally 
passed, a report from the Army en
gineers, consisting of 69 printed pages. 
It goes into every detail of the whole 
original project. But that is not what 
we are talking about today. What we 
are talking about today is whether we 
shall restore this thing to what the Army 
engineers said and what this House said 
was the proper level, 240 feet. That is 
all there is to it. 

Later on when the questions come up 
of determining how much of an appro
priation shall be made or whether there 
shall be no appropriation, I shall be glad 
to meet the gentleman from New York 
at that time, and that will be the appro
priate time to discuss the questions which 
he has in mind. 

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I yield to 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BECKER. May I say to the gen
tleman from Virginia the testimony be
fore the committee in the hearings had 
the estimate for a 220-foot dam at $46 
million. Now, that did not take into 
consideration the request for the 240-
f oot dam which would run a great deal 
more money. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. On the con
trary, it does take into consideration and 
it is based upon the 240-foot dam. The 
gentleman is just mistaken. He will find 
that in the report. 

Mr. BECKER. I have the testimony 
on page 19. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I do not 
know about the testimony. 

Mr. BECKER. It says so right here 
in the testimony and I would like to 
read it. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I do not 
yield further. I do know that here in 
the report, a most elaborate report of 
some 69 pages made by the Army engi
neers, it was based upon_ 240 feet. They 
say so in the report and.the estimate was 
$17 million. If they are wrong I am 
not here to hold any brief for the Army 
engineers. 

Maybe they make mistakes like the 
rest of us do . sometimes. Maybe they 
did make a mistake between $17 million 
and $40 million. I do not think they did. 
I do not think they are that far wrong. 
Anyhow, th~t is what their report says 

on the legislation we are now consider
ing. And, what somebody may have 
said the other day at the hearing, I do 
not know, and I do not recall that figure. 
But, it is immaterial today, because be-· 
fore anything is done, before a dollar is 
appropriated, before a spade of dirt is 
turned, this thing must go back to the 
Army engineers for a further estimate, 
and that is all this bill does. 

Let me say this in response to the 
gentleman from New York. He said all 
this was going to do was to flood Vir
ginia out. I certainly appreciate his 
solicitude for my constituents, because 
if it floods anybody, it is going to flood 
my constituents, and I am not in the 
habit of getting up here and asking you 
all to drown my people, because I depend 
upon them very largely in November 
every other year, and I do not want them 
drowned and I am not going to get them 
drowned. But, I do appreciate the solic
itude of my good friend from New York. 
I can understand and you can under
stand the natural feelings of people 
whose property is going to be taken for 
this dam. It happens with every dam 
that is built in the United States. If that 
is a consideration, you could not build 
any more dams, because you are going 
to take somebody's land. Although this 
is a large dam and is raised 20 feet, the 
engineers' report shows that it will take 
not over 2,000 acres of tillable land to 
raise the dam 20 feet more, and that is 
all there is to it. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been a lot of 
misunderstanding about this. My friend 
says that there has not been any flood 
damage on that river. Well, as a matter 
of fact, in this very lengthy report made 
by the Army engineers, after due con
sideration, they give you the floods, the 
years that they occurred, and the amount 
of dollar damage that was done in each 
one of them. It is all here in the book. 
What I am trying to impress upon my 
friend is that that is not the question we 
are discussing today. The only question 
today is whether we shall put this bill 
back where the House passed it origi
nally and just say to the Army engineers 
"Take another look.'' 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I yield to the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. The figure of 
$17 million was based upon the 240-foot 
elevation. Now, if it is necessary to in
crease the authorization of which the 
gentleman from New York complains, he 
will have an opportunity to examine it 
again, because it will come before the 
Committee on Public Works, and he can 
then interpose the objections that he has 
now. This is not the time to discuss the 
proposition of the authorization figures. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. When it 
comes before the House, as I said before, 
we will meet here and discuss it then. 
That is the proper time. Let us not 
argue this case prematurely, because my 
friend will run out of material and would 
not have anything to argue about. So, 
let us wait and argue it at that time. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
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- Mr. SAYLOR. Is it the intention of 
this bill to only increase the capacity of 
the dam to prevent floods? 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. The purpose 
of this bill is to restore it to the 240 feet 
which the Congress passed, because the 
220 feet had been decided by the Army 
engineers not to be economically feasible 
within the formula prescribed. At 240 
feet it was considered feasible. That is 
all there is to it. It just goes back to 
what the House did in the 79th Congress. 

Mr. SAYLOR. This will not affect the 
pool that is to be kept in this reservoir 
at any time; this is only to add 20 feet of 
storage capacity to help prevent floods 
lower down the river? 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. And produce 
more power. 

Let us be frank about the thing. Those 
folks who are opposed to any public 
power are just naturally opposed to this 
bill. I want to be entirely frank about 
this thing. Opposition to this comes 
from some people whose property is go
ing to be flooded and from the power 
company in Virginia, which is the Vir
ginia Electric Power Co. They are very 
much opposed to it. I can appreciate 
their opposition to it. They are opposed 
to it. That is where the main part of the 
opposition is coming from. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has again expired. 

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 4 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the Members of 
the House should know that the figure 
given in the testimony by the Army en
gineers just recently for the 220-foot 
dam is $46 million. I am not opposing 
this authorization on the basis of wheth
er the cost is $46 million or $70 million. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BECKER. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. Will the gen

tleman ref er us to the page of the hear
ings at which this figure was submitted 
by the representative of the Corps of 
Engineers? 

Mr. BECKER. Page 19 of the testi
mony. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Is the gen
tleman quoting from his own question 
propounded to the witness? 

Mr. BECKER. The answer given was 
that a firm estimate for the lower ele
vation was $46 million. That is to be 
found at page 19, at the top of the page. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Has the 
gentleman taken into account what pre
ceded the discussion before the inter
rogation to which he has referred? 

Mr. BECKE!?,. Yes, I have. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. Of course, 

if there is an increase of any amount 
that is required, that request would come 
before the committee of which the gen
tleman is a member. That would be the 
proper forum in which to discuss the 
question of increased cost, because these 
projects have been authorized for a num
ber of years and all of them are going 
to have to be reexamined in the light 
of increased cost. Certainly we will have 
ample opportunity to examine all wit
nesses with respect to the cost of this 
project and other similar projects. 

Mr. BECKER. Will the genteman 
show me any testimony in any part of 

this hearing that indicates·· any other 
purpose for this dam than power? 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Of course, 
the report is full of it. 

Mr. BECKER. · Where? 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. There are 69 

pages of the report. 
Mr. BECKER. Is the gentleman talk

ing about the report submitted 6 years 
ago or the recent hearings, 2 weeks ago, 
before the committee? 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. It is the 
same river, the same dam, the same 
authorization. The only thing the pend
ing bill does is increase the level of the 
original figure of 240 feet. 

Mr. BECKER. I am not going back 
to the hearings of 8 or 9 years ago. I am 
referring to the hearings that we had 
here recently. That was just 2 weeks 
ago, They have not even been printed 
yet. The testimony all through those 
hearings is to the effect that 90 percent 
of the purpose of building this dam is 
power and that less· than 8 percent is for 
flood control. If anybody looks through 
the record, they will see that there has 
been very little in the way of flood dam
age in the vicinity of Fredericksburg, in 
Culpeper County, in the past 50 years. 
It has amounted almost to nothing, ac
cording to the testimony. I can see no 
need, when there is sufficient power in 
that area today, for this dam. There 
is no shortage of power that calls for 
spending a minimum of $48 million, and 
it may run up as high as $75 million 
before new estimates come in. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. BECKER. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. In order to 

accomplish what the gentleman from 
New York is evidently trying to do here, 
it would be necessary to introduce a reso
lution de-authorizing the project. 

Mr. BECKER. May I say to the gen
tleman that this would be a means of de
authorizing it, by killing it now. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. You do not 
de-authorize it and you do not kill it. 
If the gentleman's· views were to prevail 
it would mean that the Federal Govern
ment would have less return from its 
investment. You would get a poorer 
type of construction, a poorer type of 
project, which would mean less income 
for the Federal Government. So to be 
economical, the thing to do is to proceed 
with this bill. 

Mr. BECKER. I do not think it would 
be economical at all. I disagree on the 
question of economy in this respect be
ca use there has been over $145,000, I be
lieve from the record I saw here, spent 
already on surveys in this area. When 
we authorize this additional survey now 
at the 240-foot level there will certainly 
be an additional expenditure, which will 
be automatic, and we will spend more 
money. The object now of trying to 
defeat this bill is to discontinue spend
ing any more money for any additional 
surveys, because all the testimony has 
proved the lack of need for this project 
in that area for power or flood control 
or for any other reason. Anyone can 
read this testimony when it goes into 
print and see how little need there is for 
this project. It is truly a power project 
that is not even needed on the basis of 

demand for electricity, that can be pro
vided by other power interests in that 
area that are paying over $19 million in 
taxes to the Government. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. ROOSEVELT]. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed out 
of order and to revise and extend my re
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, 

H. R. 2126 ands. 516 to amend the act 
of July 3, 1952, relating to research in 
the development and utilization of saline 
waters, have been passed by the House 
and the Senate respectively and are now 
in conference, where the differences in 
the two bills will be reconciled. 

I come before this body today to urge 
the House conferees to give favorable 
consideration to the language contained 
in paragraph 2 of the Senate bill, which 
states: 

Similarly, the fullest cooperation by and 
with the Atomic Energy Commission and the 
Civil Defense Administration in research and 
in determining the future needs of the Na
tion with respect to potable water and ways 
and means to provide same shall be carried 
out in the interest of achieving the objectives 
of the program. 

I believe that the adoption of this sec
~ion will stimulate the production of 
atomic energy for peaceful use, for 
water is an indispensable element in such 
production. This section is also in line 
with a previous statement I made to the 
Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power on May 13, 1955, wherein I asked 
that consideration be given to the in
vitation of the Atomic Energy Commis
sion for the purchase and use of the 
energy developed by the experimental re
actor being built in southern California 
by North American Aviation. I believe 
that the adoption of this section will 
stimulate closer cooperation between the 
Atomic Energy Commission and munic
ipal water and power departments all 
over the country, particularly in Los 
Angeles. 

I would also like to strongly suggest 
to the conferees that they give favorable 
consideration to the language contained 
on page 2, line 24, of the Senate bill, 
wherein it is stated that "not less than 
$2,500,0'00 shall be expended for research 
and development in Federal or educa
tional institution-State or private
laboratories." 

In line with this section, I would like 
to inform this body that the legislature 
of the State of California has appropri
ated funds for the University of Cali
fornia, for research into the development 
and utilization of saline waters. The 
additional funds provided in the Senate 
bill will stimulate research into this 
very important field in all areas of our 
country as well as in California, and will 
help us to find a. practical means of in
creasing and preserving a natural water 
resource which is so vital to the future 
prosperity and development of many 
parts of our country. 

• 
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Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr . . chair

man, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. swml, a member 
of the committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. Mr. Chair
man, I desire to speak in regard to this 
bill primarily because an incorrect as
sumption has been given in the debate 
about the justification for the passage of 
this bill as presented to our committee. 

A large number of constituents of my 
colleague, the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. SMITHJ, several hundred, appeared 
in behalf of the legislation. Primarily 
they testified in behalf of the legislation 
in order to give flood protection to the 
city of Fredericksburg and to give an 
add~tional water supply to that city. 

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. I yield to 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BECKER. The gentleman says 
that hundreds of people appeared at the 
hearing and testified in favor of this? 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. There ap
peared to be that many. I did not count 
them, I did not count noses, but there 
were so many that they were divided up, 
and half the people in favor of it could 
not get in the committee room in the 
morning. 

Mr. BECKER. May I correct the 
gentleman? 

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. I.et us get 
it straight, now. 

Mr. BECKER. I think the gentle
man's statement is so incorrect that it 
stands correction. I leave it to the gen
tlemen on the other side over there. 
Only 3 people testified in favor of this 
and there were 200 people there that 
were cut down so that only about 7 testi
fied. 

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. The gen
tleman from Virginia, who represents all 
the people in that area, can best describe 
who was there, and I leave it to the 
House. 

Mr. BECKER. I think that is an un
warranted challenge, and I resent it. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I do not want 
to get into the middle of a fuss about it, 
but as a matter of fact a great many 
people were present at the hearings. 
The committee was very courteous and 
asked them to put up several people on 
either side to testify, and gave them the 
opportunity. I would say there were 
about an equal number on either side, 
but the great area there of Fredericks
burg, Stafford County, and Spatsylvania 
County, were unanimously in favor of it. 
In the upper regions of the river, where 
some people were going to be flooded out, 
a good many people oppased it. 

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield for one question? 

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. I do not 
have authority to settle this, but let the 
gentleman ask me the question. 

Mr. BECKER. I cannot ask you the 
question because the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. SMiml is the only one who 
is able to answer the question. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I will gladly 
answer any question I can, but I am 
sorry I do not have the floor. 

Mr. BECKER. I asked the gentleman 
to yield so that I could ask the gentle
man from Virginia a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. I yield to 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BECKER. What I would like to 
say is simply this-that amongst the 
people you mentioned, and I respect you 
to the highest degree, sir, and I want 
you to know that-the only people who 
testified in behalf of this project was 
your good self, the gentleman from the 
REA, and one member of the Legislature 
of Virginia. That is all who spoke and 
nobody else at that hearing of the peo
ple from that area testified. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Let me say 
to the gentleman that there were a hun
dred people there, and they selected a 
member of the Virginia State Legislature, 
Mr. Gouldman, to speak their piece for 
them, which was the orderly way to do 
it, and he spoke for the group. 

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. Mr. Chair
man, the fight here is one of those old 
fights between the people below the dam 
and the people above the dam. Of 
course, the people above the dam who 
think that their land will be taken over 
are opposed to it, but this idea of nobody 
being in favor of it is completely incor
rect, and the best evidence that it is in
correct is the fact that the gentleman 
who represents that district in the Con"'.' 
gress is supporting this and actively 
fighting to get this legislation passed. 
The member of the State Legislature of 
Virginia, Mr. Francis B. Gouldman, who 
represents . the city of Fredericksburg 
and the county of Spotsylvania, testified 
at length about the flood damage that 
has been visited upon the city of Fred
ericksburg. Anybody who cares to look 
at the testimony will find several pages 
of the testimony with reference to that. 
Other representatives of the area re
ported also about the need for an ade
quate water supply for the city of Fred
ericksburg, which they could secure by 
the construction of this dam. There is 
no question but that very strong evidence 
was presented in behalf of the dam not 
only by this gentleman who represented 
this area in the legislature, but the plant 
manager of the Sylvania Division of the 
American Viscose Corp. of Fredericks
burg, Va., testified in behalf of the legis
iation in regard to the need for water 
and in regard to the need for flood pro
tection for this industry which is vital 
for the continued employment of the 
people in Fredericksburg and the sur
rounding area. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no further requests for time. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, we have no further requests for 
time. · 
. The CHAIRMAN. There being no 
further requests for time, the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That Public Law 526 

of the 79th Congress, section 10 of the Flood 
Control Act, July 24, 1946 (Rappahannock 
River) be amended by striking out the pro
viso which reads as follows: "Provided, That 
the power pool shall be maintained at an 
elevation not to exceed 220 feet." 

With the following committee amend .. 
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
substitute in lieu thereof the following: 
"That section 10 of the Flood Control Act 
of July 24, 1946, Pu'blic Law 626, 79th Con
gress, under the title 'Rappahannock River 
Basin' is hereby amended by striking out 
'220,' and substituting in lieu thereof '240.' " 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the committee amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. BECKER) there 
were-ayes 48, noes 11. 

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Chairman, I ob
ject to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present, and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
count. 

Mr. BECKER .. Mr. Chairman, I with
draw the point of order; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
withdraws the point of order. 

So the committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The CHAffiMAN. Under the rule, the 
Committee rises. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
Mr. McCORMACK having assumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
BOLLING, Chairman of the Committee o! 
the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Com:mittee 
had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 192) to amend Public Law 526 of 
the 79th Congress, section 10 of the Flood 
Control Act, July 24, 1956-Rappahan
nock River, and pursuant to House Res
olution 261, he reported the bill back to 
the House with an amendment adopted 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
McCORMACK) . Under the rule, the pre
vious question is ordered. 

The qu~stion is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
'I'he bill was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

TO AMEND THE NATURAL GAS ACT 
Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, the House Interstate and For
eign Commerce Committee is to be com
mended for yesterday's action in adopt
ing the following provisions from my bill 
to amend the Natural Gas Act-H. R. 
5034: 

In the administration of this act, the 
Federal Power Commission shall consider 
among other things-

( 1) the maintenance of productive capac
ity of the several domestic fuel industries 
sufficient to meet the current and long-range 
fuel needs of the Nation; and 

(2) ~he sound principles of conservation 
in order to preserve the available reserves o! 
natural gas for purposes which will afford 
maximum long-range benefits to the public, 
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with due regard for the conservation poli
cies and regulations of the producing States. 

When the Natural Gas Act was enact
ed in 1938, the situation in the energy 
field was so far different than it is at 
the present time that there was no com
pelling reason to include conservation 
provisions in the law. Even as late as 
1946, the first year of peace after World 
War II, the natural ga:, picture presented 
no cause for alarm. In 1946 discoveries 
of natural gas reserves were three times 
greater than total production. The life 
index of this fuel was set at 32 ½ years 
and it was assumed that we had nothing 
to worry about. 

In 8 short years, however, conditions 
have changed considerably. In 1954 dis
coveries barely exceeded production, and 
the American Gas Association reported 
that the index had dropped to 22½ years. 
The situation is serious. We must take 
stock and find ·ways of conserving our 
natural gas resources. The decision of 
the Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee is one important step toward 
achieving this objective. 

While the Federal Power Commission 
has made token efforts to conserve 
natural gas supplies, it could hardly be 
expected to carry out such a policy on 
a wide scale because it has never re
ceived a congressional mandate to do so. 
The legislation which I trust will soon 
come to the floor will remedy this de
ficiency and enable the Commission to 
use conservation as a guiding light in
determining the Nation's fuel policy. 

Mr. Speaker, there is entirely too much 
waste of natural gas taking place in 
various areas of the country. Presi
dent Truman's Materials Policy Com
mission warned in 1952 that natural gas 
ihould be used as economically as pos
sible because it is a short-life fuel. Here 
is a question which that Commission 
asked in its report 3 years ago: 

How can the Nation minimize inferior 
uses of gas for which more abundant ener
gy resources, notably coal, would serve as 
well-and, in the long run, at lower real 
cost to the Nation-in order to maximize 
special advantage uses in which gas serves 
its highest economic function in the long 
run? 

The report explained the distinction 
between special advantage and inferior 
uses. It stated that special advantage 
uses are those for which consumers. are 
willing and able to pay a higher price 
for natural gas than for other fuels, on 
a contained energy basis, because of its 
superior convenience or performance in 
the particular use. 

The report pointed out that in certain 
gas-producing areas of the country there 
is an economic reason for using gas for 
industrial purposes, but it condemned 
use of gas in distant markets where al
ternate fuels are available. The Fed
eral Power Commission will be on notice 
to prohibit such shameful waste just as 
soon as Congress enacts the provisions 
adopted by the committee yesterday, 

The new law will have the dual ad
vantage of giving the coal industry an 
opportunity to regain some of its tradi
tional markets. The general practice 
has been for the gas pipelines to vend 
their product at industrial plants at 
whatever price is necessary to undersell 

coal. By eliminating extravagant uses 
of gas, the FPC will at the same time re
open such industrial markets to coal 
producers, with the result that many of 
our idle miners will have an opportunity 
to get back to work. 

I realize that there have been charges 
of selfishness reveled against the coal in
dustry for its support of legislation to 
insist upon the economic dispensing of 
our natural-gas supplies. If it is selfish
ness for us who represent coal districts 
to want to give our people an opportuni
ty to earn a living, then there are quite 
a number of us in this Congress who will 
willingly admit to being guilty. But l 
remind you that the conservation of a 
waning fuel resource is essential to the 
long-range welfare of the entire Nation, 
and every single Member of Congress has 
enough personal interest in tomorrow's 
America to insist that we take special 
care of a resource that is fast being ex
hausted. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 
Mr. YATES asked and was given per

mission to address the House for 10 min
utes today, following the legislative busi
ness of the day and any special orders 
heretofore entered. · 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today- it adjourn to meet at 12 
o'clock noon on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from California? 

There was no objection. 

DffiECT LOANS UNDER SERVICE
MEN'S READJUSTMENT ACT 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the considera
tion of the bill <H. R. 5715) to amend the 
Servicemen's Readjustment Act of 1944-
to extend the authority of the Adminis
trator of Veterans' Affairs to make direct 
loans, and to authorize the Administra
tor to make additional types of direct 
loans thereunder, and for other pur
p.oses. 

The motion was agreed to, 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the con
sideration of the bill H. R. 5715, with Mr. 
BOLLING in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent, the first read

ing of the bill was dispensed with. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 

gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. ED
MONDSON] will be recognized for 30 min
utes, and the. gentlewoman from Massa
chusetts [Mrs. ROGERS] will be recog
nized for 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Olclahoma [Mr. EDMONDSON] . . 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. EDMONDSON. I yield. 

Mr. ALBER-T. I desire to compliment 
my colleague on bringing out this 
legislation which bears his name, and 
which means so much to the veterans of 
this country r · and to congratulate him 
on a job well done. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. I thank the gen
tleman. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill will extend the 
direct loan program which has been in 
operation for the past 6 years for 1 ad
ditional year. It makes some $150 mil
lion available for the next year. This is 
the same amount that has been availa
ble for the present year. 

The bill also advances up to $50 million 
per quarter, but the annual total may 
not exceed the sum of $150 million. In 
addition to extending the direct loan 
program, H. R. 5715 provides that a di
rect loan may be made for any of the 
following purposes: First, to purchase or 
construct a dwelling to be owned and oc
cupied by him as a home. 

Second, to purchase a farm on which 
there is a farm residence to be occupied 
by the veteran as his home. 

Third, to construct on land owned by 
the veteran a farm residence to be occu
pied by him as his home. 

Fourth, to repair, alter, or improve a, 
farm residence or other dwelling owned 
by the veteran and occupied by him as 
his home. 

The overall purpose of this legislation 
is to place the farm veteran or the veter
an who is living in a small town where 
there is no ·available private financing on 
an equal footing with veterans who live 
in city areas or in areas where they have 
the guaranteed loan program. 

The plain facts of the matter are that 
In recent years we have seen a steady de
cline in the volume of farm home build
ing, and certainly there has also been 
a decline in the volume of farm loans 
that have been made under the guaran
teed loan program. Let me give you a 
few of the figures that. are significant 
and that I think deserve mention: Since 
1947 the VA guaranteed farm loans have 
declined from 19,800 loans in 1947 to only 
1,432 loans in 1954. 

From the initiation of the loan pro• 
gram through December 25, 1954. the 
total farm loans closed was only 66,957 
as compared with 3,607,000 home loans. 

The very obvious. conclusion from these 
figures is that we have had a farm loan 
program that has fallen far short of the 
needs of our veterans in local areas. The 
fact that we have a waiting list at the 
present time of around 20,000 veterans 
seeking direct loans in this country and 
unable to obtain them because there has 
not been enough money available clearly 
indicates that there is a definite need for 
the continuation of this program at the 
present time. 

To show something of the support this 
legislation has-and it has been bi
partisan support, and it was reported 
unanimously by the Committee on Vet
erans' Affairs, the same legislation which 
is before the House today bas also been 
introduced and presented to the Con
gress by the gentleman :from Alabama 
[Mr. ELLIOTT], the gentleman from Ala
bama [Mr. SELDEN], the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. SHUFORD], the gen
tleman froin Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER ] , 
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the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
JONES], and the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. AYRES], the ranking minority mem
ber of the Housing Subcommittee. 

This is a good bill; we think it is a 
bill that is designed to meet a present 
need existing throughout the country. 
There are more than 40 States where this 
direct loan program is definitely filling a 
need that exists in farm communities 
and rural communities. 

Mr. BELCHER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EDMONDSON. I yield. 
Mr. BELCHER. I want to commend 

my colleague for his action in this mat
ter and for the bill that bears his name. 
I want to associate myself in support of 
the legislation. I am happy to know 
that we · are going to put the farm vet
eran on the same basis with the vet
eran who is fortunate enough to live in 
city areas. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. I thank the gen
tleman for his remarks. 

Mr. Chairman, this House has favor
ably acted on H. R. 5106, a bill intro
duced by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
THORNBERRY], which had the effect in 
the guaranteed loan program of equal
izing the benefits available under that 
program for the rural veteran. This di
rect loan program with the minor 
changes that have been made in it has 
the same objective, and it gives us a 
balanced program with the same type of 
benefits in the direct loan program for 
farm veterans as in the guaranteed loan 
program for farm veterans. 

I hope this bill will be passed unani
mously by this body. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as I 
may use. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to heartily en
dorse the pending bill. I think it is only 
fair to do for the rural communities 
what we do for city dwellers. This is 
an excellent bill and I do not think 
there will be a vote against it. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
CMr. AYRES], an expert on housing and 
the ranking minority member of the 
subcommittee that handled this matter. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts 
for yielding me 10 minutes but I am 
afraid if I took the 10 minutes I would 
convince the Members of the House that 
I am not an expert in this field. 

Mr. Chairman, a similar bill was 
brought up in the last session of the 
Congress. In the present bill we have 
extended it to give a little more coverage 
to boys in the farm area who are also in 
need of a home as well as land. 

A direct loan program is going to be 
necessary so long as private lending in
stitutions do not see fit to go into the 
rural areas. All the bill does is to give 
the veterans who live in the rural areas 
the same opportunity to enjoy the bene
fits of the GI loan program as do the 
veterans in the ,city areas. 

I want to c·oncur in the statement the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts made 
that in all probability there will not be 
a vote against this bill. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield sueh time as he may desire to the 

gentleman from North Carolina. [Mr. 
SHUFORD]. 

Mr. SHUFORD. Mr. Chairman, I am 
very much in favor of the pending bill, 
H. R. 5715. It does for our veterans liv
ing in the rural areas that which should 
have been done some years ago. 

This bill extends the Veterans' Admin
istration direct loan program for 1 year 
and provides for $150 million for the 
fiscal · year from June 30, 1955, to June 
30, 1956. The bill does more than simply 
extend the direct loan program. It 
rights a wrong that has long existed. It 
places the qualified veteran who wants 
to: first, buy a farm with a farm resi
dence; second, to buy a farm and build 
a farm residence; or, third, to build a 
farm residence on a farm he owns or 
has an equity in, on a parity with the 
qualified veteran who wants to build a 
home on a city lot. The direct loan pro
gram extends only to areas where the 
veterans cannot obtain other financing 
and it is for these veterans I am speaking 
for today. 

I strongly urge the approval of H. R. 
5715. It is similar to a bill introduced 
in the Congress by me, designated as 
H. R. 5727. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. SISK]. 

Mr. SISK. I want to commend Mr. 
EDMONDSON and his subcommittee for 
having brought before the Committee on 
Veterans' Affairs, of which I am a mem
ber, and this House, this important bill 
to place our young veterans who have 
chosen farming as a career on an equal 
basis with their city-dwelling comrades. 

H. R. 5715 makes a number of impor
tant changes in the section of the Serv
icemen's Readjustment Act which pro
vides for direct loans to veterans, but I 
am particularly concerned with its en
larged authority for helping in establish
ing young farmers in areas where pri
vate financing is not available. 

Under this legislation, if the Veterans' 
Administrator finds that private capital 
is not available for financing, it will be 
possible for veterans to secure direct 
loans to purchase a farm on which there 
is a farm residence to be occupied by the 
veteran as his home, or to construct a 
farm residence on land owned by the vet
eran, or to repair, alter or improve a farm 
residence. 

The bill will also permit veterans who 
have not exhausted their entitlement of 
guaranteed loans to utilize the direct 
loan procedure in appropriate cases 
where private capital is not available. 

In my own district in California there 
are a number of rural and farming areas 
in which banks do not make loans and 
there is, therefore, no opportunity for 
veterans to acquire farms and farm 
homes under the usual guaranteed vet
er~ns' loan program. Passage of this 
bill will be very helpful in these areas. 
I am sure it will be substantially bene
fl.cial also in providing farms and farm 
homes to veterans in the institutional on .. 
farm training program, in which I am 
very much interested. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
desire to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. REES]. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman; 
I favor this proposed legislation that 
amends the Servicemen's Readjustment 
Act of 1944 to extend the authority of the 
Administrator of Veterans' Affairs to 
make direct loans, and to authorize the 
Admini·strator to make additional types 
of direct loans thereunder. 

I believe the approval of this legisla
tion will relieve a rather pressing situa
tion. It will provide additional needed 
homes for deserving veterans, including 
those who engage in farming and do not 
have su:fficent capital to operate on their 
own. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen
tleman from Indiana [Mr. ADAIR]. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Chairman, as has 
been said here today, this bill in effect 
extends a program which is already in 
existence. There· are some minor 
changes proposed in this legislation but 
the effect, as I said, is to extend a pro
gram which we have found during the 
past years to be a good one. 

This program will bring relief princi
pally to veterans who live in small towns 
or in rural areas. It is, of course, the 
direct-loan program and is not to be con
fused with the veterans' guaranteed loan 
program. 

It is important to the Members of 
the House to realize that in the years 
during which this program has been in 
operation the rate of loss has been very 
small. I am informed that it is less than 
one-half of 1 percent. Therefore the 
matter comes down to a very simple but 
important point. We have a program 
for the relief of those who live in small 
towns and in rural areas and who are 
not able to get loans otherwise. If they 
are able to get conventional loans, then 
they are not eligible for relief under this 
legislation. But, if they are not, and 
they can demonstrate the need, if they 
can demonstrate a prospective ability to 
repay, then this program will become 
available to them and they will be per
mitted to make loans of not to exceed 
$10,000 at an interest rate of 4.5 percent 
a year. I think this is good legislation. 
I believe the House should support it. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAIR. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I would like to ask 
the distinguished gentleman from In
diana this question. I believe a part of 
his district comprises the city of Fort 
Wayne. 

Mr. ADAIR. The gentleman is cor
rect. 

Mr. SCHENCK. In the event a vet• 
eran is unable to secure a so-called GI 
loan in the city of Fort Wayne, is he able 
to secure such a loan under this legis
lation? 

Mr. ADAIR. The gentleman's ques
tion is pertinent, as the provisions of this 
bill extend only to certain areas. As has 
been pointed out, they are areas largely 
of small towns or rural communities, 
Generally speaking, there are no major 
cities, the residents of which would be 
entitled to the benefits of this bill. The 
communities which may benefit hereby 
are established by regulations of the Vet
erans' Administration. I ought to add, 
however, that virtually the entire State 
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of West Virginia. including some sizable 
cities, has been listed as an area whose 
people are eligible for these loans. 

Mr. SCHENCK. May I ask the gen
tleman further, is there a limitation in 
this bill as to the size of the community?, 

Mr. ADAIR. Not in the bill itself. It 
is established, as I have just said, by 
regulation of the Veterans' Adminis
tration. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Well, is it the inten
tion of Congress to confine this type of 
direct loan to very small communities, 
or is it the intention to serve the veterans 
that it is supposed to serve? 

Mr. ADAIR. I would say in answer 
to the question of the gentleman from 
Ohio that it has been the philosophy of 
this legislation in past years that it was 
primarily for rural communities and 
small towns, and there is change in the 
present bill in that respect. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAIR. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. AYRES. In order to help clarify 
the question raised by my colleague from 
Ohio, as was pointed out before, the rea
son for the direct loans is that private 
:financing is not available in most cases in 
the smaller communities. It is not be
cause they are a small community; it is 
because private financing is not available 
there. 

Mr. SCHENCK. May I point out to 
the gentleman and to the committee that 
oftentimes in large cities loans are not 
available to veterans, either from banks, 
building and loan associations, insur
ance companies, or other lending agen
cies; therefore, it would seem to me that 
in order to make the legislation helpful 
to the veterans it should apply not only 
to the so-called smaller communities but 
to the larger communities as well. 

Mr. ADAIR. What the gentleman 
says is true, and since the members of 
the committee are aware of this need I 
am sure will accord it a continuing study. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAIR. I yield to the gentle
woman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS. of Massachusetts. My 
understanding is that if a veteran can
not secure a loan in the city from any 
bank, that then he would be entitled to 
a direct loan. 

Mr. ADAIR. That is, only if the com
munity in which he lives is one which is 
listed by the Veterans' Administration. 
As long as he is in a community which 
has been declared by the Veterans' Ad
ministration to be eligible, and if he 
meets the other requirements, then he 
may make his application. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. If 
the bank will not loan him, then he is 
entitled to a direct loan. He must try 
the banks first. 

Mr. ADAIR. I thank the gentle
woman. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. OSTERTAG]. 

Mr. OSTERTAG. Mr. Chairman, at 
the outset I want to take this oppor
tunity to commend the committee for its 
consideration in favorably reporting 

this laudable legislation. In studying 
the committee's report I have tried to 
determine whether or not this legislation 
tends to make direct loans available to 
veterans for the improvement of their 
farm buildings. The report points out 
that it is for the purpose or construction 
of the dwelling or to purchase a farm 
or farmland and to construct on land 
owned by the veteran a farm residence 
and also to repair, alter, and improve a 
farm residence or other dwelling owned 
by the veteran. 

I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. EDMONDSON] or any 
other member of the committee whether 
this bill will make it possible for a vet
eran to obtain a loan to improve his 
farm buildings, to repair a barn, or to 
make other improvements of importance 
in farm operations. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, 
in answer to the question, the bill is de
signed primarily as a farm home and 
veteran's home program and in order 
to preserve the equality that exists in the 
city anti in the rural area, the bill neces
sarily limits the repair and improve
ment provisions to buildings occupied as 
dwellings, either in a small town or in a 
rural area, or wherever the direct loan 
might be placed in effect. 

Mr. OSTERTAG. Has the committee 
given any consideration to the direct
loan feature with reference to the aspect 
to which I have referred? 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Of course, in the 
case of business types of property there 
is a guaranteed loan program that pre
vails both in farm areas and in city 
areas. 

Mr. OSTERTAG. Then the gentle
man would regard a loan for the pur
pose of repairing a barn as a business 
loan, whereas a loan to improve a home 
which is part of a farm is not a business 
loan? 

Mr. EDMONDSON. That is the dis
tinction that I think the Veterans' Ad
ministration recognizes and the com
mittee in its bill also recognizes. 

Mr. OSTERTAG. I thank the gen
tleman. 

Mrs. ROGERS of. Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, for the convenience of Mem
bers and others interested, I am includ
ing in the RECORD at this point the so
called blue sheet, which describes the 
provisions of the pending bill, together 
with the committee report on the bill~ 
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATI.VES, 
OLIN E. TEAGUE, Chairman. 

CONTINUE DIRECT LoANS TO JUNE 30, 1956-
H. R. 5715 

Title: To amend the Servicemen's Read
justment Act of 1944 to extend the authority 
of the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs ta 
make direct loans, and to authorize the Ad
ministrator to make additional types of direct 
loans thereunder, and for other purposes. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Introduced and referred 
April 20, 1955. 

Analysis: 
1. Extends the direc.t-loan program for 1 

year, to June 30, 1956. 
2. Provides for $150 milllon for the ex

tended year of the program (not to exceed 
$50 million in any quarter less the amount of 
sales). 

3. Extends the direct-loan benefits to all 
qualified veterans who have not. previously 
used all their guaranty entitleme.nt~ 

4. Provides that a direct loan can be made 
for any of the following purposes: 

(a) To purchase or construct a dwelling to 
be owned and occupied by him as a home; 

(b) To purchase a farm on which there ls 
a farm residence to be occupied by the vet
eran as his home; 

( c) To construct on land owned by the 
veteran a farm residence to be occupied by 
him as his home; or 

(d) To repair, alter, or improve a farm 
residence or other dwelling owned by the 
veteran and occupied by him as his -home. 

Digest of report (Veterans' Administra
tion): 

"• • • As indicated, the measures would 
authorize a direct loan to an eligible veter
an who has previously made partial use of 
his guaranty entitlement but the maximum 
principal amount of such loan would be re
duced on a pro-rata basis from the present 
$10,000 limitation, depending on the per
centage of the full guaranty ent.itlement of 
$7,500 for home loans which remains avail
able. It is estimated that those veterans 
who have heretofore made some use of their 
guaranty entitlement have, on t.he average, 
about $3,500, or less, of their $7,500 entitle
ment remaining and, therefore, under the 
formula contained in the proposed legisla
tion there would be available not more than 
$4,700 for direct loans to such veterans. In 
view of current real-estate valuations. the 
practical question arises as to whether . this 
amount would prove to be adequate for the 
purposes intended. 

"It should also be borne in mind that the 
existing provision, whereby no. direct loans 
can be made unless private financing is un
available for Veterans' Administration guar
anteed loans in the area in question, would 
be continued in the proposed revision of sub
section 512 (a). Under regulations promul
gated pursuant to this p:rovislon the Veterans' 
Administration has, in general, excluded 
heavily populated areas from those eligible 
for direct loans and, therefore, veterans who 
live in such areas would continue to be sub
ject to this limita:tion. 

"A technical consideration arises in con
nection with the proposed section 512 (b) 
(B) of the act which would charge the guar
anty entitlement of a vetel'an with an amount 
which bears the same ratio to $7,500 as the 
amount of the loan bears to $10,000. Thia 
proposed amendment would work to the dis
advantage of veterans obtaining direct loans 
as compared to veterans able to obtain guar
anteed loans. For example, a veteran obtain
ing a $10,000 direct loan would have a $7,500 
charge against. Ills entitlement, w.hereas, un
der the· guaranteed home-loan program. a 
$10,000 loan would involve an entitlement 
charge of only $6,000. Similar disparities 
would occur for lesser loan amounts, since 
the effect of the proposal cited would be to 
require a charge against entitlement in all 
instances where direct loans are made. 

"With further reference to the proposal in 
H. R. 5420 and 5472 to authorize direct loans 
to finance the purchase of a. farm with a 
farmhouse it should be noted that veterans 
have experienced increasing difficulty in re-· 
cent years in obtaining farm loans under 
section 502 of the Servicemen's Readjustment 
Act. For example, the volume of farm loans 
closed has decreased quite steadily from a 
peak of 19,862 loans with a. principal amount 
of $77.7 million 1n 1947 to 1,432 loans with a 
principal amount of $6.5 million 1n 1954. In 
connection with the inadequacy of local 
financing at the maximum rates provided 
for VA-guaranteed or insured loans, it should 
be borne 1n mind that the maximum guar
anty on farm:-realty loans made pursuant to 
section 502 of the Servicemen's Readjustment 
Act is 50 percent but not to exceed $4,000, 
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whereas the maximum guaranty on home 
purchase, construction, or improvement loans 
under section 501 of the act is 60 percent 
of the loan but not over $7,500. It is thus 
apparent that comparatively the guaranty 
protection to private lenders on farm real 
estate has been less attractive and the com
mittee may wish to consider proposals de
signed to increase the investment appeal of 
farm-realty loans to private lenders as a 
preferable alternative to the extension of 
the direct-loan program into this field. • • • 

"In connection with s.ection 6 of the pro
posed legislation, which would extend the 
direct-loan program for 1 year until June 
30, 1956, it should be noted that, notwith
standing any improvement in the supply of 
funds which may result from the operations 
of the voluntary home-mortgage credit pro
gram established by title VI of the Housipg 
Act of 1954 to facilitate the flow of private 
credit into remote areas, it is expected that 
there will be certain areas where VA-guar
anteed loans will continue to be unavail
able and that VA direct loans will afford vet
erans in such areas their only opportunity 
for sharing in the GI-loan benefit. It would 
appear, therefore, that if the Congress desires 
to assure the availability of loan-guaranty 
benefits to veterans in the remote areas, an 
extension of the direct-loan program should 
be considered. In the administration of the 
program the Veterans' Administration would 
continue its practice of excluding from eligi
bility those areas where private funds be
come available for home loans. • • • 

"Under the subject bills the rate of fund 
advance quarterly in the first 3 quarters 
of the 1956 fiscal year would be accelerated 
with a $50 million less sales limitation in 
lieu of the present limit of $37.5 million 
quarterly less sales. Since the proposed $150 
million limit for the entire year is not re
duced because of sales proceeds, however, 
any reduction made from the $50 million 
quarterly allotments during the first 3 quar
ters will ordinarily become available during 
the fourth quarter. However, the amount 
made available in the fourth quarter, as in 
any other quarter, could not exceed $50 mil
lion less the sales in the- preceding quar
ter. • • • 

"As noted, the extension of the direct-loan 
program proposed by the subject bills, and 
the funds proposed to be provided, are at 
variance with the recommendations of the 
President as contained in his budget mes
sage. Also, that recommendation was direct
ed to a continuation of the existing author
ity which limits direct loans to a veteran 
'who has not previously availed himself of 
his guaranty entitlement.' and restricts the 
type of direct loans authorized to those to 
finance 'the purchase or· construction of a 
dwelling• or 'the construction or improve
ment of a farmhouse.'" 

Hearings: April 14, 1955, Subcommittee on 
Housing. 

Reported: April 26; House Report 447. 

CONTINUE DmECT LoANS TO JUNE 30, 1956 
Mr. TEAGUE of Texas, from the Committee 

on Veterans' Affairs, submitted the following 
report: · 

The Committee on Veterans' Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5715) to 
amend the Servicemen's Readjustment Act 
of 1944 to extend the authority of the Ad
ministrator of Veterans' Affairs to make 
direct loans, and to authorize the Adminis
trator to make additional types of direct 
loans thereunder, and f.or other purposes, 
having considered the same, report favor
ably thereon without amendment and recom
mend that the bill do pass. 

BACKGROUND OF. THE BILL 

The direct· loan program as authorized by 
the Servicemen's Readjustment Act, as 

CI--474 

amended, has been extended from year to 
year, in keeping with the demands for 
:financial assistance to those ve-terans living 
in areas where other types of financing were· 
not available. The program was extended 
for 1 year, ending June 80, 1955, by Public 
Law 611, 83d Congress, August 21, 1954, which 
provided a sum not to exceed $150 million 
for the fiscal year. The original authoriza
tion extended from July 19, 1950, to June 30, 
1951, and empowered the Administrator to 
make direct loans up to $150 million (Public 
Law 475, 81st Cong., approved April 20, 
1950). After expiring, at the end of June 
30, 1951, the authority was renewed on Sep
tember 1, 1951, on a revolving fund basis, 
limited to $150 million outstanding as of 
any one time, and extended to June 30, 1953 
(Public Law 139, 82d Cong.). The revolving 
fund included the unreserved portion of the 
original $150 million fund allocation, plus 
the increment from loan repayments, and 
the proceeds of sales of direct loans to private 
investors. The revolving fund was aug
mented in April 1952 by an additional allo
cation of up to $125 million, to be made 
available by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
quarterly installments of $25 million, less 
the proceeds of direct-loon sales in the pre
ceding quarter (Public Law 325, 82d Cong.). 
Under provisions of Public Law 101, 83d Con
gress, approved July 1, 1953, the program 
was continued for 1 year, to June 30, 1954, 
with up to $100 million added to the revolv
ing fund, to be made available in quarterly 
installments, and the maximum interest 
rate on direct loans was raised to conform 
to the rate on guaranteed loans. 

Under the present law, direct loans can 
be made in areas where private financing is 
not available, but only to an eligible veteran 
who has not previously used any of his guar
anty entitlement, for "the purchase Ol' con
struction of a dwelling to be owned and 
occupied by him as a home, or to finance 
the construction or improvement of a farm
house." 

The bill, with the exception of two techni
cal amendments, is identical to H.. R. 5420, 
upon which public hearings were held on 
April 14, 1955. 

EXPLANATION OF THE BILL 

It extends the direct-loan program until 
June 30, 1956, and provides approximately 
the same amount for the program as pro
vided by Public Law 611, 83d Congress; 
namely, $150 million. The bill also provides 
that eligible veterans who have not pre
viously used all of their guaranty entitle
ment, and live in an area where private 
financing is not available, can obtain a direct 
loan. 

In addition to the foregoing, the bill also 
provides that a · direct loan may be made 
for any of the following purposes: 

(a) To purchase or construct a dwelling 
to be owned and occupied by him as a. home; -

(b) To purchase a !arm on which there 
ls a farm residence to be occupied by the 
veteran as his home; 

( c) To construct on land owned by the 
veteran a farm residence to be occupied by 
him as his home; or 

(d) To repair, alter, or improve a farm 
residence or other dwelling owned by the 
veteran and occupied by him as his home; 
if the Administrator finds that in the area 
in which the dwelling, farm, or farm resi
dence is located or ls to be constructed, pri
vate capital is not available for the financing 
of the purchase or construction of dwellings, 
the purchase of farms with farm residences, 
or the construction, repair, alteration, or im
provement of farm residences or other dwell
ings, as the case may be, by veterans under 
this title. In case there la an indebtedness 
which is secured by a lien against land owned 
by the veteran, the proceeds of a loan made 

under this section for the construction of a 
dwelllng or farm residence on such land may 
be expended also to liquidate such lien, but 
only if the reasonable value of the land is 
equal to or in excess of the amount of the 
lien. 

Under existing laws and Veterans• Admin
istration regulations, the Ve-terans' Admin
istration will guarantee a loan to a qualified 
veteran !or the construction of a dwell1ng 
to be occupied as his home on ( 1) a lot or 
farm owned by the veteran, or (2) on a lot 
or farm in which the veteran has an equity, 
or (3) on a lot or farm selected by the 
veteran, and to pay off the indebtedness 
against the lot or farm. This bill provides 
the same benefits under the direct loan pro
gram. 

In the hearings on this bill the Veterans' 
Administration brought out the fact that no 
provision is contained in the bill requiring 
a first lien on the property for a direct loan 
for repairs, alterations, or improvements. 
There is no mandatory requirements in the 
law governing guaranteed loans that loans 
for repairs, alterations, or improvements be 
secured by first liens 'but existing Veterans' 
Administration regulations do require such 
liens in certain circumstances. Further, in 
addition to other requirements to be eligible 
for a direct loan, the veteran must show "to 
the satisfaction of the Administrator' • • • 
that he is a satisfactory credit risk." It is 
not the intent and desire of the committee 
that the Administrator make questionable
direct loans. Pursua.nt to his general au
thority under the act it is expected that he 
would not only resolve the question of 
whether the veteran is a satisfactory credit 
risk but also would impose such require
ments concerning lien security as he deter
mines to be advisable considering the best 
interests of the Government and he may re
quire such loans to be secured on a fir.st lien 
basis in certain circumstances. 

In the hearings it was also brought out 
by the Veterans' Administration that it has 
some 20,000 veterans on the waiting list for 
a direct loan under the present law. How
ever, most, if not all, of the veterans on the 
waiting list are not farming veterans or vet
erans, wanting to purchase a farm with a 
farm residence ( or veterans seeking to build 
or construct a farm residence on land owned 
by them). This would indicate that in 
States where there is presently a large wait
ing list there are few farming veterans or 
veterans on such list who would want a 
direct loan to buy a !arm. It is not the 
intent or desire of the committee to change 
the present administration of the direct-loan 
program which serves the veterans on a 
first-come first-served basis. However, this 
bill will make direct loans available to all 
veterans who have- not exhausted their en
titlement, living in an area where private 
:financing is not avallable, for the purchase 
of a fa:rm with a farm residence, or construc
tion 01' a fa.rm residence on land owned by 
the veteran. Therefore, it is the desire and 
intent of the committee and of this bill that 
the farm veterans embraced by the bill be 
placed on a parity with the veterans now on 
the waiting list, and that the Administrator 
issue regulations or take the necessary ad
ministrative action to accomplish this on an 
equitable basis. This could be accomplished 
by establishing a sepa:rate list of such farm 
veterans from the existing waiting lists and 
serving the first vet&ans from each list as 
their names come to the top. As stated 
hereinbefore, this would not materially affect 
the existing waiting lists, as most of those 
on the waiting list at the present time are 
for loans for other than farm properties. 
The committee's desire could also be imple
mented by earmarking a percentage of the 
funds to be used in making direct loans for 
the purchase o!. a farm with a farm residence. 
or the construction of a farm residence. 
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These, or other comparable procedures, 
should be used to avoid the necessity of 
farm veterans, or veterans wishing to pur
chase fa.rm properties, from having to come 
in at the bottom of the present waiting list 
to obtain the benefits under this b1ll. 

The status of the direct-loan program ( as 
of February 25, 1955) is as follows: 

From the beginning of the direct-loan pro
gram in July of 1950 through February 28, 
1955, a. total of 109,520 formal applications 
for direct -loans had been received, of which 
37,584 had been Withdrawn or denied, 59,393 
had resulted in closed and fully disbursed 
loans and 12,543 were in process. From the 
inception of the program, a total of $535,-
068,300 had become available in the revolv-

ing fund for ma.king direct loans. This sum 
was derived from the following sources: 

Original congressional authori-zation ____________________ _ 

Subsequent Treasury advances 
(12 quarterly advances) ___ _ 

Proceeds of direct-loan sales __ 
Other principal repayments __ _ 

Total __________________ _ 

$150,000,000 

307,587,700 
35,158,600 
42,322,000 

635,068,300 

The present law provides that direct loans 
shall be made only in areas where the Ad
ministrator of Veterans' Affairs has found 
that private capital is not available for the 
financing of the veteran's purchase or con
struction of a dwelling or construction or 
improvement of a farmhouse. This bill does 
not change this provision; the Administrator 
will continue to designate direct-loan areas. 

APPLICATIONS 

Total, all types 
To summarize, this bill-

Percent 1. Extends the direct-loan program for 1 
year, to June 30, 1956 . . 

2. Provides for $150 million for the ex
tended year of the program ( not to exceed 
$50 million in any quarter less the amount 
of sales). 

Number change, end Initial loan Average loan 
of previous amount amount 

3. Extends the direct-loan benefits to all 
qualified veterans who have not previously 
used all their guaranty entitlement. 

4. Provides that a direct loan can be made 
for any of the following purposes: 

(a) To purchase or construct a dwelling 
to be owned and occupied by him as a home; 

(b) To purchase a farm on which there is 
a farm residence to be occupied by the vet
eran as his home; 

( c) To construct on land owned by the 
veteran a farm residence to be occupied by 
him as his home; or 

(d) To repair, alter, or improve a. farm 
residence or other dwelling owned by the 
veteran and occupied by him as his home. 

H. R. 5106, passed by the House on April 
18, 1955, placed certain guaranteed farm 
loans on a. parity With city loans. This bill 
places the direct loan for a. farm with a farm 
residence on a parity with a city loan for a 
lot with a residence, 

Location 

Fully disbursed 
loans 

Applications received to date ___________________________ _ 
Rejected or withdrawn to date _________________________ _ 
Funds reserved, net_ ___________________________________ _ 

Closed and fully disbursed _________________________ _ 
In process, end of month ___________________________ _ 

Cleared, not yet approved ______________________ _ 
Approved not yet closed _______________________ _ 
Closed, not fully disbursed_ ____________________ _ 

A waiting fUnd reservations ____ --------------------------Veterans waiting to file applications ____________________ _ 

109,520 
37,584 
69,488 
59,393 
10,095 
6,167 
3,611 

317 
2,448 

20,375 

month 

3.3 
2. 4 
1. 6 
2. 3 

-2.7 
-5.0 

.8 
7.5 

160. 7 
-8.4 

(1) 
(1) 

$500, 488, 486 
419, 427, 663 
81,060,823 
49,213,450 
29,105,674 
2,741,699 

(1) 

Unreserved regional funds _______________________________________________________________ $27, 164,637 

LOANS 

Loans closed and fully disbursed _______________________ _ 
Loans terminated to date, totaL ------------------------

By sale __________________ ·---------------------------By repayment in fulL _____________________________ _ 
By foreclosure ______________________________________ _ 
By voluntary conveyance __________________________ _ 

Fully disbursed loans outstanding ______________________ _ 
Loans in default, totaL ________________________________ _ 

4 or more installments ______________________________ _ 

1 Loan amount not reported until funds are reserved, 

Terminated loans 

Sold 

Percent 

Number d~\;~~!d 
loans 

Repaid 
in full 

Fore-
closed or 
volun
tarily 
con-

veyed 

Loans 
out

stand
ing 

59,393 
6,669 
5,325 
1,208 

70 
66 

52,724 
2,659 

479 

2.3 
4.6 
3.6 
9. 7 
4.5 
1.5 
2.1 
8.5 

10.6 

$419,427,663 
46,765,303 
38,192,439 
7,820,182 

395,278 
357,404 

372, 662, 360 

Loans in default 

Total 

4 or more Applications 
installments in process, 

funds re
served 

Percent 
of out

Number standing 
loans 

$7,203 
7,062 
8,030 
7,980 
8,060 
8,649 

$7,062 
7,012 
7,172 
6,474 
5,647 
5,415 
7,068 

Applications 
awaiting 

processing 
and veterans 
on waiting 

listl 

--------------1----1------------------------------------1------1-----
TotaL__________________________ 59,393 $7,062 6,325 9. o 1,208 136 52, 724 2,659 479 0.9 10,095 22,823 ----------------------------------------·1------1-----Alabama: Montgomery ______________ _ 

Alaska: Juneau ______________________ _ 
Arizona: Phoenix ____________________ _ 
Arkansas: Little Rock _______________ _ 
California: 

2,151 
532 
352 

1,537 

7,498 
8,840 
7,234 
6,775 

10 
0 
3 

130 

,6 

,9 
8. 6 

40 
17 
2 

16 

6 
1 
0 
0 

2,095 
514 
347 

1,391 

106 
0 

17 
74 

7 
0 
3 
8 

.3 

.9 

.6 

328 
62 
74 

167 

1,876 
0 

191 
292 

Los Angeles_______________________ 321 8,376 11 3. 4 3 O 307 19 2 • 7 43 24 
San Diego_________________________ 288 8,543 O 6 2 280 5 o 1 o 
San Francisco--------------------- 850 9,035 0 13 O 837 28 8 1. 0 163 68 

Colorado: Denver_____________________ 818 7,243 22 2. 7 16 · 4 776 32 2 • 3 119 680 

i~Ii~~~:l{iiif.~ashington ,_:: ::::_::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::: _::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: .:::::::::::::: :::: _________ _ 

Miami____________________________ 190 9,005 24 12. 6 3 O 163 3 1 • 6 67 25 
Pass-A-Grille______________________ 854 7,873 59 6. 9 15 2 778 31 1 , 1 179 60 

Georgia: Atlanta______________________ 2,155 6,897 94 4. 4 30 2 2,029 ' 206 18 • 9 258 2,646 Hawaii· Honolulu'------------------- ---------- ---------- ________________________________________________ ·- ____________________ ---------· ___________________________ _ 
Idaho: Boise__________________________ 573 7, 435 154 26. 9 9 o 410 18 6 1. 2 25 51 
Illinois: Chicago_______________________ 2,108 6,911 376 17. 8 30 9 1,693 85 17 1. O 951 415 
Indiana: Indianapolis_________________ 2,016 6, 116 250 12. 4 55 9 1, 702 83 10 • 6 206 790 
Iowa: Des Moines____________________ 1,532 6,501 376 24. 5 37 O 1,119 32 2 • 2 103 64 
Kansas: Wichita______________________ 675 6,937 276 40. 9 7 2 390 15 6 1. 5 100 184 t:ffs~~/ Louisville------~---------- 3, 375 6, 444 15 • 4 102 16 3, 242 106 14 . • 4 386 1, 883 

New Orleans______________________ 1,060 7,536 20 1. 9 23 ·1 1,016 16 7 • 7 210 758 
Shreveport________________________ 732 7, 107 0 •• 34. 

4 
19 4 709 34 4 • 6 137 254 

Maine: Togus_________________________ 703 5, 553 242 16 6 440 16 2 • 5 66 9 
Maryland: Baltimore_________________ 662 7,692 40 6. 0 17 1 604 31 7 1. 2 112 28 
Massachusetts· Boston, ______________ ---------- ------- --- ---------- ---------- ---------- __________ ---------- ---------- __________ ---------- -------------- _____________ _ 
Michigan: Detroit____________________ 1, 783 7, 206 52 2. 9 8 2 1, 721 134 9 • 5 290 35 
Minnesota: St. Paul__________________ 1,242 6,874 47 3. 8 33 5 1,167 58 5 • 4 m 216 
~:O~f:pi: Jackson__________________ 2, 083 . 7, 516 69 3. 3 26 3 1,985 _ 120 1 .1 367 1,079 

Kansas City______________________ 873 6,843 6 • 7 23 1 843 ZT 2 • 2 132 811 
St. Louis__________________________ 1,177 6, 744 12 1. 0 27 0 1,138 30 3 .3 322 557 

Montana: Fort Harrison______________ 1,037 7,216 122 11. 8 36 1 878 15 2 , 2 69 452 
Nebraska: Lincoln____________________ 770 6,886 22 2. 9 41 O 707 2 O 37 7 
Nevada: Reno________________________ 324 8,464 0 8 0 316 10 t 1. 3 47 27 

1 Applications awaiting fund reservations plus veterans waiting to file appUcatlons. 
2 No portion of region eligible for direct loans, 
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Location 

Fully disbursed 
loans 

Number ~~~!f 

Terminated loans 

Sold 

Percent 

Number df;b~{d 
loans 

Repaid 
in full 

Fore-
closed or 
volun
tarily 
con-

veyed 

Loans 
out

stand
ing 

Loans in default 

Total 

4 or more 
installments 

Percent 

Number s~J1!g 
loans 

Applications 
in process, 
funds re

served 

Applications 
awaiting 

processing 
and veterans 
on waiting 

list 

--------------1--------------------------------------1------1-----
~:: j!~~;'~1klr;~!;1~chester '::::::: ::::::::_: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: _::::::::: :::::::::: -::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: ~!: ¥o~t~: Albuquerque___________ 632 7,693 20 3. 2 5 O 607 11 o 147 286 

Albany--------------------------- 248 6, 749 39 15. 7 7 0 202 30 10 5. O 29 o 
Buffalo_____ _______________________ 183 6, 150 141 77. 0 1 2 39 6 1 2. 6 2 3 New York 

2 
_________________________________________ __ __________ _ ______________________________________ _ _________ _ __________________ ___ __________________________ _ 

Syracuse__________________________ 130 6,298 100 76. 9 0 0 30 6 2 6. 7 2 o 
North Carolina: Winston-Salem______ 2,820 7,483 162 5. 7 33 4 2,621 145 31 1. 2 89I 784 
North Dakota: Fargo_________________ 832 5,960 99 11. 9 25 3 705 30 4 • 6 71 9 
Ohio: 

Cincinnati._ - --- ---_ -- -- --- ------. Cleveland ____________ • _____ ------ -
Oklahoma: 

Muskogee ___________ ------------ --0 klahoma City __________________ _ 
Oregon: Portland ____________________ _ 
Pennsylvania: 

1,417 
1,173 

532 
455 
496 

6,622 
7,314 

6,364 
7,011 

$7,377 

78 
28 

0 
57 

101 

5.5 
2. 4 

12. 5 
20.4 

29 
30 

14 
2 
6 

0 
1 

0 
0 
2 

1,310 
1,114 

518 
396 
387 

20 
73 

6 
8 

20 

0 
16 

0 
0 
2 

1. 4 

.5 

277 
136 

51 
125 
85 

1,552 
1,503 

52 
0 

35 

Philadelphia'--------------------- ---------- ---------- ---------- __________ ---------- _______________ __ __________ ____ _____________________________________________ _ 
Pittsburgh________________________ 1,260 7,173 74 5. 9 19 2 1, 165 72 15 1. 3 363 o 
Wilkes-Barre______________________ l, 444 6,598 99 6. 9 49 3 1,293 82 23 1. 8 31 12 

Puerto Rico: San Juan________________ 505 8,321 0 ---------- 5 0 500 62 2 • 4 171 710 Rhode Island· Providence 2 ______________________________________________________________________________ ___ _______ __ ___________ __________ ··------------- _____________ _ 

South Carolina: Columbia____________ 1, 272 7, 388 76 6. 0 11 1 1, 184 94 14 1. 2 313 154 
South Dakota: Sioux Falls____________ 862 6, 634 47 5. 5 41 0 774 29 8 1. 0 109 165 
Tennessee: Nashville_________________ 1, 792 6,669 44 2. 5 32 12 1, 704 143 33 1. 9 381 1, 167 
Texas: 797 O 89 8 

Dallas_____________________________ 611 7, 346 42 5. 3 5 0 750 2 2 • 4 80 2 
Houston__________________________ 7,517 71 11. 6 7 6 527 20 
Lubbock-------------------------- 635 7, 03& 0 17 1 617 10 
San Antonio______________________ 300 7, 631 67 22. 3 2 0 231 10 
Waco_____________________________ 693 6, 776 17 2. 5 12 0 664 6 

0 
1 
1 
2 
3 
7 

.4 

.2 

.5 

159 
18 

121 
51 
0 

422 
85 

465 
130 
43 

193 
0 
5 

180 
3 

1,223 
0 

1,209 
86 
0 

Utah: Salt Lake City___ _____ _________ 428 7,667 5 1. 2 7 0 416 11 
Vermont: White River Junction______ 254 5,417 239 94.1 3 0 12 8 25.0 
Virginia: Roanoke_ ___________________ 2,609 7,262 40 1. 5 62 7 2,500 43 
Washington: Seattle__________________ 469 7, M6 19 4.1 11 0 439 50 12 

132 
8 
0 

.3 
2. 7 
7.0 
2.8 

West Virginia: Huntington___________ 1,938 6,550 0 39 5 1,894 270 
Wisconsin: MUwaukee---------------- 1,503 6,894 1,150 76. 5 52 11 290 27 
Wyoming: Cheyenne_________________ 330 8, 177 78 23. 6 4 0 248 12 

, No portion of region eligible for direct loans. 

The report of the Veterans' Administration 
on a substantially identical bill, H. R. 5420, 
follows: 

VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE 

ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS' AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. a., April 12, 1955. 

Hon. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans' 

Affairs, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. a. 

DEAR MR. TEAGUE: Further reference is 
made to your request for a report on H. R. 
5420 and H. R. 5472, 84th Congress, identical 
bills to amend the Servicemen's Readjust
ment Act of 1944 to extend the authority of 
the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs to 
make direct loans, and to authorize the Ad
ministrator to make additional types of di
rect loans thereunder, and for other purposes. 

The purpose of these measures ls to amend 
sections 512 and 513 of the Servicemen's Re
adjustment Act so as to extend for 1 year 
the authority of the Administrator of Vet
erans' Affairs to make a direct loan to eligi
ble veterans, and to make additional vet
erans, and types of loans, eligible for direct 
loan purposes. The proposed legislation 
would eliminate the existing provision in 
subsection 512 (a), which limits the eligi
bility for direct loans to a veteran "who has 
not previously availed himself of his guar
anty entitlement" and provide by amend
ment to subsection 512 (b) that the maxi
mum amount of any direct loan made by the 
Veterans' Administration, instead of $10,000 
as at present, shall be that amount which 
bears the same ratio to $10,000 as the amount 
of guaranty to which the veteran is entitled 
under section 501 bears to $7,500. No veteran 
would be entitled to loans aggregating more 
than $10,000. In addition, the measures 
would authorize direct loans for the purpose 
of purchasing or constructing a dwelling, 
purchasing a farm with a farmhouse, con-

structing a farmhouse on land owned by the 
veteran, or repairing, altering, or improving 
a farmhouse or dwelling owned by the vet
eran, provided that in each instance the 
farmhouse or dwelling is to be occupied by 
the veteran as his home. (Under existing 
law, direct loans are authorized only for the 
purpose of purchasing or constructing a 
dwelling, or constructing or improving a 
farmhouse.) It is also provided that if there 
is an indebtedness on land owned by the vet
eran the proceeds of a direct loan to con
struct a dwelling or farmhouse thereon may 
be used also to liquidate the lien securing 
the indebtedness if such indebtedness does 
not exceed the reasonable value of the 
property. 

Section 4 of the bllls would permit direct 
farmhouse or home-improvement loans, held 
by the Administrator on the date of enact
ment of the act or made after such date, to 
be repaid in quarterly, semiannual, or annual 
installments instead of on the monthly basis 
presently prescribed by law. 

The measures would also extend the ter
mination date for the direct-loan program 
from June 30, 1955, to June 80, 1956, and 
would authorize the Secretary of the Treas
ury to advance additional funds therefor of 
not over $150 mlllion, provided that the 
amounts advanced in any one quarter annual 
period shall not exceed $50 million, less the 
amounts received in the preceding quarter 
from the sale of direct loans to private 
lenders. 

Information relating to the legislative his
tory and current status of the Veterans' 
Administration direct-loan program is con
tained in a separate statement which is at
tached hereto and made a part of t.his report. 

As indicated, the measures would authorize 
a direct loan to an eligible veteran who has 
previously made partial use of his guaranty 
entitlement, but the maximum principal 
amount of such loan would be reduced on 

a pro rata basis from the present $10,000 
limitation, depending on the percentage of 
the full guaranty entitlement of $7,500 for 
home loans which remains available. It 1s 
estimated that those veterans who have here
tofore made some use of their guaranty en
titlement have, on the average, about $3,500 
or less of their $7,500 entitlement remaining, 
and, therefore, under the formula. contained 
in the proposed legislation there would be 
available not more than $4,700 for direct 
loans to such veterans. In view of current 
real-estate valuations the practical question 
arises as to whether this amount would 
prove to be adequate for the purposes 
intended. 

It should also be borne in mind that the 
existing provision whereby no direct loans 
can be made unless private financing is un-

. available for Veterans' Administration guar
anteed loans in the area in question would 
be continued in the proposed revision of sub
section 512 (a}. Under regulations promul
gated pursuant to this provision the Vet
erans' Administration has, in general, ex
cluded heavily populated areas from those 
eligible for direct loans, and, therefore, vet
erans who live in such areas would continue 
to be subject to this limitation. 

A technical consideration arises in connec
tion with the proposed section 512 (b) (B) 
of the act which would charge the guaranty 
entitlement of a. veteran with an amount 
which bears the same ratio to $7,500 as the 
amount of the. loan bears to $10,000. This 
proposed amendment would work to the dis
advantage of veterans obtaining direct loans 
as compared to veterans able to obtain guar
anteed loans. For example, a veteran ob
taining a $10,000 direct loan would have a 

. $7,500 charge against his entitlement, where
as, under the guaranteed home-loan program, 
a $10,000 loan would involve an entitlement 
charge of only $6,000. Similar disparities 
would occur for lesser loan amounts, since 
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the effect of the proposal cited would be to 
require a. charge against entitlement in all 
instances where direct loans are made, 

With further reference to the proposal in 
H. R. 5420 a.nd 5472 to authorize direct loans 
to finance the purchase· of a. farm with a 
farmhouse it should be noted that veterans 
have experienced increasing difficulty in re
cent years in obtaining farm loans under 
section 502 of the Servicemen's Readjustment 
Act. For example, the volume of farm loans 
closed has decreased quite steadily from a 
peak of 19,862 loans with a principal amount 
of $77 .7 million in 1947 to 1,432 loans with a 
principal amount of $6.5 million in 1954. 
In connection with the inadequacy of lo
cal financing at the maximum rates pro
vided for VA-guaranteed or insured loans, 
it should be borne in mind that the maxi
mum guaranty on farm. realty loans made 
pursuant to section 502 of the Servicemen's 
Readjustment Act is 50 percent but not 
to exceed $4,000, whereas the maximum guar
anty on home purchase, construction or im
provement loans under section 501 of the 
act is 60 percent of the· loan but not over 
$7,500. It is thus apparent that compara
tively the guaranty protection to private 
lenders on farm real estate has been less 
attractive a.nd the committee may wish to 
consider proposals designed to increase the 
investment appeal of farm realty loans to 
private lenders as a. preferable alternative 
to the extension of the direct loan pro
gram into this field. 

The provisions of section 512 (b), which 
would not be modified by this measure would 
apparently have the effect of making the re
quirements of section 502 applicable to the 
proposed direct farmhouse loans. Such re
quirements would include determinations 
that "the ability and experience of the vet
eran, and the nature of the proposed farm
ing operations • • • are such that there is 
a reasonable likelihood that such operations 
will be successful" and that any property 
purchased "will be useful in and reason
ably necessary for efficiently conducting such 
operations." In this connection it may be 
noted that a.n index of the average value of 
fa.rm real estate per acre prepared by the 

· Department of Agriculture indicates that the 
cost of farmland in November 1954 was 82 
percent above the level of 1944, the year 
in which the Servicemen's Readjustment Act 
became la.w. It would appear, therefore, that 
the amount of funds necessary in order to 
establish ·a. farming enterprise of a. size that 
would provide a. veteran farmer with a liveli
hood has also risen substantially. Such 
amount may vary widely in different sec
tions of the country but it would seem that 
in many areas the direct loan maximum of 
$10,000 might not meet the practical neces
sities of the situation. 

The first section of the proposed bill would 
authorize direct loans for the repair, altera
tion, or improvement of any dwelling unit. 
Presently, such loans may be made only in 
connection with a farmhouse and thus there 
would be a. considerable widening of the au
thorization as to the type of properties on 
which direct loans for repairs, alterations, 
or improvements may be. made. Since sec
tion 512 (b) provides that direct loans shall 
be subject to such requirements or limita
tions as are prescribed for guaranteed loans, 
and since section 500 ( c) of the act excepts 
guaranteed loans for repairs, alterations, or 
improvements from the first lien security re
quirement, a. question would appear to exist 
as to whether it is the intent of the bills that 
such direct loans be made other than on a 
first-lien basis. In this connection the com
mittee ma.y wish to consider that in respect 
to guaranteed loans such loans currently 
may be secured by a second lien or ma.de on 
an unsecured basis in certain types of cases. 
Since it might be anticipated that there 
would be a considerable influx in the number 
of requests for such loans, the administra-

tive complexities, particularly from the 
standpoint of salvage in case of liquidation, 
would be reduced if a first lien is required 
in such cases. In addition, there are prob
lems inherent in the servicing of unsecured 
loans and sec;ond mortgage loans which do 
not exist with respect to loans secured- by 
primary liens. Also, such loans if made 
on an unsecured or second-lien basis would 
be virtually unsalable. 

Section 4 of the bills would authorize the 
repayment of direct farmhouse loans on a 
monthly, quarterly, semiannual or annual 
basis, in the discretion of the Administrator. 
This amendment would be consistent in that 
it would bring the repayment requirements 
on such loans into line with those currently 
applicable to guaranteed loans and permit 
amortization on a basis which would be more 
consonant with the manner in which the 
borrower derived his. income. 

In connection with section 6 of the pro
posed legislation, which would extend the 
direct loan program for 1 year until June 30, 
1956, it should be noted that, notwithstand
ing any improvement in the supply of funds 
which may result from the operations of the 
voluntary home mortgage credit program es- · 
tablished by title VI of the Housing Act of 
1954 to facilitate the flow of private credit 
into remote areas, it is expected that there 
will be certain areas where VA-guaranteed 
loans will continue to be unavailable and 
that VA direct loans will afford veterans in 
such areas their only opportunity for shar
ing in the GI loan benefit. It would appear, 
therefore, that if the Congress desires to as
sure the availability of loan guaranty bene
fits to veterans in the remote areas, an ex
tension of the direct loan program should be 
considered. In the administration of the 
program, the Veterans' Administration 
would continue its practice of excluding from 
eligibility those areas where private funds 
become available for home loans. 

Pertinent to the subject of the extension of 
the direct loan program is the statement in 
the budget message of the President that--

"The Veterans' Administration program of 
direct housing loans expires on June 30, 1955. 
These loans are made only where guaranteed 
private mortgages are not available or can
not be secured through the voluntary home 
mortgage credit program. I recommend 
legislation continuing this program until ex
piration of the veterans' loan guaranty pro
gram for World War II veterans on July 25, 
1957. If permission is granted to use receipts 
from repayments, as well as from sales, new 
obligational authority of $100 million should 
be adequate for the fiscal year 1956." 

Under the subject bills the rate of fund 
advance quarterly in the first 3 quarters 
of the 1956 fiscal year would be accelerated 
with a $50 million less sales limitation 
in lieu of the present limit of $37.5 million 
quarterly less sales. Since the proposed $150 
million limit for the entire year is not re
duced because of sales proceeds, however, any 
reduction made from the $50 million quar
terly allotments during the first three quar
ters will ordinarily become available during 
the fourth quarter. However, the amount 
made available in the fourth quarter, as in 
any other quarter, could not exceed $50 
million less the sales in the preceding quar
ter. 

Certain technical aspects of the bills de
serve to be noted. In connection with the 
proposed revision of section 512 (a) (2) it 
is noted that clause (C) of section 512 (a) 
(2) would be amended to eliminate the ref
erence of section 502. Such a deletion would 
be inappropriate unless certain amendments, 
contemplated by other pending legislation to 
provide for the guaranty of farmhouse loans 
under section 501, are enacted. In addition, 
it would seem that the word "of" in line 
1 of clause (C) on page 2 of the bills should 
be deleted. Moreover, it is observed that 
reference to "dwellings" was omitted in line 
17 on page 2. It is believed that such a 

. reference should be included to prevent un
certainty as to the fact that a direct home 
repair, alteration, or improvement loan may 
only be made where a guaranteed loan for 
such purpose is unavailable. 

As noted, the extension of the direct-loan 
program proposed by the subject bills, and 
the funds proposed to be provided, are at 
variance with the recommendations of the 
President as contained in his budget mes
sage. Also, that recommendation was di
rected to a continuation of the existing au
thority which limits direct loans to a. vet
eran "who has not previously availed him
self of his guaranty entitlement," and re
stricts the type of direct loans authorized 
to those to finance "the purchase or con
struction of a dwelling" or "the construc
tion or improvement of a farmhouse." 

No figures are available on which to base 
an estimate of the cost of the proposed leg
islation. It is ·believed~ however, that the 
cost of servicing direct farm loans and the 
cost of resulting losses in connection with 
defaults would· be likely to exceed such costs 
in connection with direct· home loans, since 
in the case of farm' loans lending would be 
on the basis of the likelihood of success in 
a business venture as well as on the security 
of real estate. 

In view of the foregoing, I am unable to 
recommend that the committee give favor
able consideration to these measures. 

Advice has been received from the Bureau 
of the Budget that there would be no objec
tion to the submission of this report to your 
committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. V. HIGLEY, 

Administrator, 

"STATUS OF VA DIRECT LOAN PROGRAM, FEBRUARY 
28, 1955 

"The Veterans' Administration is author
ized to make direct loans to eligible veterans 
for the purchase or construction of homes or 
for the construction or improvement of farm
houses in areas where guaranteed or insured 
home loans are not available from private 
lending sources. Designated direct loan areas 
consist primarily of the less populous coun
ties or portions of counties. 

"The original authorization extended from 
July 19, 1950, to June 30, 1951, and empow
ered the Administrator to make direct loans 
up to $150 million (Public Law 475, 81st 
Cong., approved Apr. 20, 1950). After ex
piring, at the end of June 30, 1951, the au
thority was renewed on September 1, 1951, 
on a revolving fund basis, limited to $150 
million outstanding as of any one time, and 
extended to June 30, 1953 (Public Law 139, 
82d Cong.). The revolving fund included the 
unreserved portion of the original $150 mil
lion fund allocation, plus the increment from 
loan repayments, and the proceeds of sales 
of direct loans to private investors. The 
revolving fund was augmented in April 1952, 
by an additional allocation of up to $125 
million, to be made available by the Secre-

. tary of the Treasury in quarterly installments 
of $25 million, less the proceeds of direct loan 
sales in the preceding quarter (Public Law 
325, 82d Cong.) . Under the provisions of 
Public Law 101, 83d Congress, approved July 

-1, 1953, the program was continued for 1 
year, to June 30, 1954, with up to $100 million 
added to the revolving fund, to be made 
available in quarterly installments, and the 
maximum interest rate on direct loans was 
raised to conform to the rate on guaranteed 
loans. By joint resolution of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, Public Law 438, 
approved June 29, 1954, the program was ex
tended through July 81, 1954. Under provi
sions of Public Law 611, 83d Congress, ap
proved August 21, 1954, the program was con
tinued through June 30, 1955, with up to 
$150 million added to the revolving fund, to 
be made available in quarterly installments 
of $37½ million. 
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"From the beginning of the direct loan 

program in July of 1950 through February 28, 
1955; a total of 109,520 formal applications 
for direct loans had been ·received, of which 
37,584 had been withdrawn or denied, 59,393 
had resulted in closed and fully disbursed 
loans, and 12,543 were .in process. From the 
inception of the program, a total of $535,068,-
300 had become available in the revolving 
fund for making direct loans. This sum was 
derived from the following sources: 
Original congressional author-

ization ____________________ $150, 000, 000 

Subsequent Treasury advances 
( 12 quarterly advances)____ 307, 587, 700 

Proceeds of direct loan sales___ 35,158,600 
Other principal repayments___ 42,322,000 

Total __________________ 635,068,300 

"By the end of February 1955, the initial 
amount of direct loans disbursed was $421,-
506,500. An additional $79,135,000 had been 
committed for loans in process, leaving $34,-
426,800 in uncommitted funds available for 
making additional direct loans. 

"As of February 28, 1955, there were 22,823 
veterans with loan applications or requests 
on file for which funds had not been reserved 
in the 56 VA regional offices which have areas 
designated as eligible for direct loans as com
pared with 34,480 at the end of February a 
year ago. 

"As of the end of February 1955, a total of 
6,669 direct loans had been terminated, 1,208 
by repayment in full, 6,325 by sale, 70 by fore
closure, and 66 by voluntary conveyance of 
title to the property. As of the end of Feb
ruary 1955, there were 2,659 direct loans in 
default, of which 479 were 4 or more install
ments in default, or a little less than 1 per
cent of the 62,724 direct loans outstanding 
on that date. 

"(Veterans' Administration, Department 
of Veterans' Benefits, Office of Loan Guar
anty, April 7, 1955.)" 

RAMSEYER RULE 

In accordance with clause 3 of rule XIII of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
the changes made in existing law by the bill 
are shown as follows ( existing law proposed 
to be omitted is in black brackets; new mat
ter is in italics; existing law in which no 
changes are proposed is shown in roman) : 
"PUBLIC LAW 346, 78TH CONGRESS, AS AMENDED 

"Supplemental direct loans to veterans 
"SEC. 612 (38 u. s. a. 649Z). (a) (1) Upon 

application by a veteran eligible for the bene-
fits of this title [who has not previously 
availed himself of his guaranty entitlement], 
the Administrator is authorized and directed 
to make, or enter into a commitment to 
make, the veteran a. loan [to finance the 
purchase or construction of a dwelling to 
be owned and occupied by him as a home, 
or to finance the construction or improve
ment of a farmhouse, if (1) the Administra
tor has found, after the effective date of this 
section, that in the area in which the dwell
ing or farmhouse is located or is to be con
structed, private capital is not available for 
the financing of the purchase or construction 
of dwellings, or the construction or im
provement of farmhouses, as the case may be, 
by veterans under this title, and (2) the] 
for any of the following purposes: 

"(A) To purchase or construct a dwelling 
to be owned and occupied by him as a home; 

" ( B) To purchase a farm on which there is 
a farm residence to be occupied by the vet
eran as his home,· 

"(C) To construct on Zand owned by the 
veteran a farm residence to be occupied by 
him as his home; or 

"(D) To repair, alter, or improve a farm 
residence or other dwelling owned by the vet
eran and occupied by him as -his home; 
if the Administrator finds that in the area 
in which the dwelling, farm, or farm resi
dence is located or is to be constructed, 

private capital is not available · for the 
financing of the purchase or construction of 
dwellings, the purchase of farms with farm 
residences, or the construction, repair, al
teration, or improvement of farm residences 
or other dwellings, as the case may be, by 
veterans under this title. In case there is 
an indebtedness which is secured by a Zien 
against Zand owned by the veteran, the pro
ceeds of a loan made under this section for 
the construction of a dwelling or farm resi
dence on such land may be expended also to 
liquidate such Zien, but only if the reason
able value of the land is equal to or in excess 
of the amount of the Zien. 

"(2) No loan shall be made under this sec
tion to a veteran unless he shows to the 
satisfaction of the Administrator-

" (A) that he is a satisfactory credit risk, 
"(B) that the monthly payments to be re

quired under the proposed loan bear a proper 
relation to the veteran's present and antici
pated income and expenses, 

"(C) that he is unable to obtain from pri
vate lending sources in such area at an in
terest rate not in excess of the rate author
ized for guaranteed home loans a loan for 
such purpose for which he is qualified under 
section 501 [or section 502] of this title, and 

"(D) that he is unable to obtain a loan 
for such purpose from the Secretary of Agri
culture under the Bankhead-Jones Farm 
Tenant Act, as amended, or the Housing Act 
of 1949. 

"(b) Loans made under this section shall 
bear interest at the rate to be determined by 
the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs, not to 
exceed the rate authorized for guaranteed 
home loans, and in no event to exceed 4½ 
per centumn per annum and shall be subject 
to such requirements or limitations pre
scribed for loans guaranteed under this title 
as may be applicable: Provided That-. 

"(A) the original principal amount of any 
such loan shall not exceed [$10,000] an 
amount which bears the same ratio to $10-
000 as the amount of guaranty to which the 
veteran is entitled under section 501 at the 
time the loan is made bears to $7,500; 

"(B) the guaranty entitlement of the vet
eran shall be charged with [the same 
amount that would be deducted if the loan 
had been guaranteed to the maxima per
mitted under section 600 (a) of this title] 
an amount which bears the same ratio to 
$7,500 as the amount of the loan bears to 
$10,000,· 

("C) the authority to make loans under 
this section shall expire [June 30, 1955] 
June 30, 1956, except that if a commitment 
to make such a loan was issued by the Ad
ministrator prior to that date the loan may 
be completed subsequent to such date. 

"(c) In connection with any loan under 
this section, the Administrator is authorized 
to make advances in cash to pay the taxes 
and assessments on the real estate, to pro
vide for the purpose of making repairs, alter
ations, and improvements, and to meet the 
incidental expenses of the transaction, and 
shall credit to the principal of the loan an 
amount equal to that which would have 
been payable under section 600 ( c) of this 
title had the loan been made by a private 
institution. 

"(d) The Administrator is authorized to 
sell, and shall offer for sale, to any person or 
entity approved for such purpose by the 
Administrator, any loan made under this 
section at a price not less than par; that is, 
the unpaid balance plus accrued · interest, 
and may guarantee any loan thus sold sub
ject to the same conditions, terms, and limi
tations which would be applicable were the 
loan guaranteed under section 501 [(b)] of 
this title. 

" ( e) [This section shall take effect ninety 
days after the date of enactment of the 
Housing Act of 1950.] Loans made under 
this section shall be repaid in monthly in
stallments; except that in the case of loans 
made for any of the purposes described. in 

clauses (B), (C), or (D) of paragraph (1) 
of subsection (a), the Administrator may 
provide that ' such loans shall be repaid in 
quarterly, semiannual, or annual install
ments. · 

"(/) No veteran may obtain loans under 
this section aggregating more than $10,000. 

"SEC. 513. (38 U.S. a. 694m). (a) For the 
purposes of section 612 of this title, the 
Secretary of the Treasury is .hereby author
ized and directed to make available to the 
Administrator such sums not in excess of 
$150,000,000 (plus the amount of any funds 
which may have been deposited to the credit 
of miscellaneous receipts under subsections 
(a) and (c) hereof), as the Administrator 
shall request from time to time except that 
no sums may be made available after [June 
30, 1955] June 30, 1956. After the last day 
on which the Administrator may make loans 
under that section, he shall cause to be de
posited with the Treasurer of the United 
States, to the credit of miscellaneous receipts, 
that part of all sums in the special deposit 
account referred to in subsection ( c) of this 
section, and all moneys received thereafter, 
representin~ unexpended advances or the 
repayment or recovery. of the principal of 
loans made pursuant to section 612 of this 
title. Interest collected by the Administra
tor on loans made under section 512 in excess 
of the amount payable by him to the Treas
urer o! the United States under subsection 
(b) of this section, together with any mis
cellaneous income or credits, shall constitute 
a reserve for payment of losses, if any, and 
expenses incurred in the liquidation of said 
obligations. The Administrator shall have 
power to invest such reserves, or any unex
pended part thereof, from time to time in 
obligations of the Government of the United 
States. 

"(b) On advances by the Secretary of the 
Treasury under subsection (a) of this section, 
less those amounts deposited in miscellane
ous receipts under subsections (a) and (c) 
hereof the Administrator shall pay semi
annually to the Treasurer of the United 
States interest at the rate or rates determined 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, taking into 
consideration the current average rate on 
outstanding marketable. obligations of the 
United States as of the last day of the month 
preceding the advance. 

"(c) In order to make available the sums 
payable under subsection (a) of this section 
and to effectuate the purposes and functions 
authorized in section 612 of this title, the 
Secretary of the Trea.sury is hereby author
ized to use, as a public debt transaction, the 
proceeds of the sale of any securities issued 
under the Second Liberty Bond Act as now 
in force or as herafter amended, and the 
purposes for which securities may be issued 
under the Second Liberty Bond Act as now 
in force or as hereafter amended, are hereby 
extended to include such purposes. Such 
sums, together with all receipts hereunder, 
sha,ll be deposited with the Treasurer of the 
United States, in a special deposit account, 
and shall be available respectively, for dis
bursement for the purposes of section 612 
of this title. Except as otherwise provided 
in subsection (a) of this section, the Ad
ministrator shall from time to time cause 
to be deposited into the Treasury of the 
United States, to the credit of miscellaneous 
receipts, such of the funds in said account 
as in his Judgment are not needed for the 
purposes for which they were provided. in
cluding the proceeds of the sale of any loans, 
and not later than [June 30, 1956] June 301 

1957, he shall cause to be so deposited all 
sums in said account and all moneys received 
thereafter in repayment of outsta.nding ob
ligations, or otherwise, except so much there
of as he may determine to be necessary for 
purposes of liquidation. Without regard to 
any other provisions of this title, said Ad
ministrator shall have authority to take or 
cause to be taken such action a.sin his Judg
ment may be necessary or appropriate for or 
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in connection with the custody, manage
ment, protection, and realization or sale of 
such investments, to determine his necessary 
expenses and expenditures, and the manner 
in which the same shall be incurred, allowed 
and paid, to make such rules, regu1ations, 
and orders as he may deem necessary or ap
propriate for the carrying out of the func
tions hereby or hereunder authorized and, 
except as otherwise expressly provided in 
this title, to employ, utilize, compensate, and 
delegate any of his functions hereunder to 
such persons and such corporate or other 
agencies, including agencies of the United 
States, as he may designate. 

" ( d) For the purposes of further augment
ing the revolving fund established in sub
section (a) hereof the Secretary of the Treas
ury is authorized and directed between the 
effective date of this subsection and July 1, 
1952, to make availa.ble to the Administrator 
such additional sums not in excess of $25,-
000,000 aa the Administrator may request, 
and is authorized and directed to advance 
from time to time thereafter until [June 30, 
1955] June 30, 1956, such additional sums 
(not in excess of $150,000,000 in a-u,y one fiscal 
year) as the .Administrator may request, 
(provided] except that the aggregate so ad
vanced in any one quarter annual period 
shall not exceed the sum of ($37,500,000] 
$50,000,000 less that amount which ha.d been 
returned to the revolving fund during the 
preceding quarter annual period from the 
sale of loans pursuant to section 512 (d) of 
this title. Except for the limitation on the 
sums authorized in subsection (a) hereof, 
this subsection shall be subject to the other 
provisions of this section and of this title." 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as . he may desire to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SELDEN]. 

Mr. SELDEN. Mr. Chairman, the 
veterans direct loan program, in my 
opinion, has operated successfully since 
its inception and warrants continua
tion. For that reason I introduced H. R. 
5726 which, among other things, will ex
tend the direct loan program for an ad
ditional year. That measure is identi
cal to the bill now under consideration, 
H. R. 5715. 

From the beginning of the direct loan 
program in July of 1950 through March 
31 of this year, 61,014 applications have 
resulted in closed and fully disbursed 
loans by the Veterans' Administration. 
As of the end of March 1955, a total of 
7,147 direct loans had been terminated, 
1,308 by repayment in full, 5,692 by sale, 
76 by foreclosure, and 71 by voluntary 
conveyance of title to the property. On 
March 31, 1955, there were only 2,659 
direct loans in default, of which only 
480 were four or more installments in 
default or about nine-tenths of 1 per
cent of the 53,867 direct loans outstand
ing on that date. The extremely low 
default rate throughout the entire 
United states certainly indicates the 
soundness of this program. 

In my own State of Alabama the di
rect loan program has proved equally 
successful. Since the beginning of this 
program in July of 1950 and through 
March 31, 1955, a total of 4,217 formal 
applications for direct loans had been 
received from Alabama veterans, of 
which 1,514 had been withdrawn or de
nied, 2,192 had resulted in closed and 
fully disbursed loans by the Veterans' 
Administration, and 511 were in process 
by the Veterans' Administration. 

By the end of March 1955, the initial 
amount of direct loans disbursed in Ala-. 
bama was $16,488,550. An additional 

$2,536,250 had been committed for loans 
in process. As of March 31, 1955, there 
were 1,534 veterans with loan applica
tions or requests on file for which funds 
had not been reserved in the Alabama 
areas designated as eligible for direct 
loans, as compared with 1,460 on the 
same date a year earlier. 

At the end of March of this year a 
total of 57 Alabama direct loans has 
been terminated, 41 by repayment in 
full, 10 by sale, and 6 by foreclosure or 
by voluntary conveyance of title to the 
property; There were only 109 direct 
loans in default, of which only 8 were 
four or more installments in default or 
about four-tenths of 1 percent of the 
2,135 direct loans outstanding on that 
date. Certainly these statistics speak 
well for the veterans of Alabama. 

The bill now under consideration ex
tends the direct-loan program until 
June 30, 1956; authorizes the appropria
tion of $150 million for the extended year 
of the program; and liberalizes the farm
loan provisions of the program. 

Under the present law, veterans can 
obtain farm loans only for building a 
house or improving an existing structure 
on land they already own. This legis
lation extends to the veterans the privi
lege of obtaining direct loans for the 
purchase of a farm with an existing 
residence or the purchase of farmland 
and the construction of a farmhouse to 
be occupied by the veteran. 

At the present time the Veterans' Ad
ministration has approximately 20,000 
veterans on the waiting list for direct 
loans under the existing law. However, 
where there is presently a large waiting 
list, there are only a few veterans on 
that list who are applying for a direct 
farm loan. As a matter of fact, only a 
total of 112 direct farm loans have been 
made. The State of Alabama has made 
only 13 direct farm loans since the in
ception of the program. 

There is every reason to believe that 
the liberalization of the farm-loan pro
visions of the direct-loau program, pro
vided for in this legislation, may encour
age more veterans to return to the farms. 

Mr. Chairman, I commend the gentle
man from Oklahoma [Mr. EDMONDSON] 
for the lead he has taken in placing this 
legislation before the House. I think 
the measure now under consideration is 
both sound and reasonable, and I am 
confident the House will adopt it by an 
overwhelming vote. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I should like to state that I 
think the chairman of the subcommittee 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. ED
MONDSON], as well as the ranking mi
nority member and members of the en
tire subcommittee, have done a very fine 
job in reporting out this bill. 

At this time, Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I 
should like to take this opportunity to 
add my wholehearted support to this 
proposed legisla,tion. I trust every 
Member of this House will likewise give 
it his enthusiastic approval. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. MATTHEWS]. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of the bill H. R. 5715 and· 
congratulate the distinguished gentle
man from Oklahoma [Mr. EDMONDSON] 
and the House Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs on bringing this legislation to 
the House. 

Speaking as a Congressman from a 
predominantly rural area, I want to 
thank the House for passing legislation 
similar to this during the past several 
years, legislation which has enabled our 
people who are far removed from the 
money:.1ending centers of the Nation to 
participate iri this wonderful home
building program. As many of you 
realize, I know, in the rural areas of this 
country it is very difficult no matter how 
very good your credit is to borrow money, 
because there just is not enough money 
available to take care of all the needs of 
local business and at the same time to 
enable participation in such a program 
as suggested by the bill we are consider
ing here in the Committee today. 

I cannot conceive of any opposition to 
this bill because it certainly will not cost 
any money. As has been stated, this pro
gram has been eminently successful. 
The veterans have paid back their loans. 
I certainly hope this legislation is unani
mously passed. 
.. Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, 1 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. BURNSIDE]. 

Mr. · BURNSIDE. Mr. Chairman, ·1 
wish to compliment the gentleman on 
the excellent bill he has. brought out: 
This bill will aid tremendously the small 
farmers who need aid at this time. This 
has been a splendid program. The funds 
that have been involved have been pa1d 
back. It has allowed our small farmers. 
especially, to live in a much better way 
than they would have otherwise. It is 
a fine bill for veterans, and it is entirely 
proper for us to employ this means to 
assist them in civilian life. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Members 
be permitted to extend their remarks at 
this point in the RECORD on the pending 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
. Mr. RAINS. Mr. Chairman, I sup
port this bill wholeheartedly. I am 
proud to have been one of the authors 
of the first direct loan acts for veterans 
with which to build homes which was 
enacted into law by the Congress, and I 
have supported similar legislation each 
year, here in the House of Representa .. 
tives. 

This bill extends the direct loan pro• 
gram for 1 year from June 30, and pro
vides $150 million for the program next 
year. My only objection to this bill is 
that the amount authorized is not suffi
cient to meet the needs of a~ the vet
erans. 

This bill puts farm veterans on a 
parity with other veterans on the wait
ing list. It also is a definite aid to farm 
veterans in buying a farm. This should, 
and I feel sure will have the unanimous 
vote of the House. 

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Chairi;nan, this 
bill before us, H. R. 5715, having the sub-
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stantial purpose of extending the author .. 
ity of the Administrator of Veterans 
Affairs to make direct loans to qualified 
veterans needs no prolonged advocacy 
and I do not intend to unnecessarily 
trespass upon the time of this House. 
In summary the measure is designed to 
provide for direct loans to eligible vet
erans for the following purposes, first, 
to purchase or construct a dwelling to 
be owned and occupied by the veteran 
as a home; second, to purchase a farm 
on which there is a farm residence to be 
occupied by the veteran as his home; 
third, to construct on land owned by the 
veteran a farm residence to be occupied 
by him as his home; or, fourth, to alter, 
repair or improve a farm residence or 
other dwelling owned by the veteran and 
occupied by him as his home. The safe
guarding restrictions and eligibility 
qualifications have been fully and ably 
explained by the committee chairman · 
and representative members. The ex
perience of the past demonstrates the 
program has been continuously produc
tive of most wholesome results in pro
viding assistance to veterans and their 
families that could not have been other
wise obtained. A decent home is the 
foundation of Christian life. Lending 
this financial encouragement to veterans 
desiring to own their own homes is a 
comparatively small return for the great 
part of their personal lives sacrificed in 
the service of their country. Let us 
enact this justifiable measure without 
further delay. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I am 
happy to again support the extension of 
direct loans for veterans. I am partic
ularly happy to support the Edmondson 
bill which provides that direct loan.s 
may be had by the rural veteran with 
which to buy a farm or a home. I 
have argued for this principle for years. 

I had the privilege of sponsoring this 
direct-loan legislation in the House in 
1951. 

This loan program has provided 
homes for our veterans in areas where 
private financing is not available. It 
should be continued. The bill before us 
provides a 1-year ·extension. Next year, 
we should extend it again. Every rural 
veteran should have an opportunity to 
share in its benefits, if private financing 
is not available to him. 

On February 28, 1955, 2,151 loans had 
been made to Alabama veterans under 
this program. Three hundred and 
twenty-eight loans were in process of 
being closed. One thousand eight hun
dred and seventy-six applications were 
awaiting processing. This bill will en
able this great program to go forward. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, we are 
considering today a bill long overdue as 
far as the veterans are concerned who 
live on farms or prefer farming as a 
livelihood. 

For some unexplained reason, farming 
veterans were discriminated against in 
the passage of the original housing leg
islation for World War II veterans under 
which loans are guaranteed by the Gov
ernment, and this same discrimination 
was continued for Korean veterans. 
They were also left out in the cold when 
the Congress authorized direct loans for 
veterans residing in rural areas where 
banks and lending agencies do not oper-

ate. The direct loans were authorized . 
for residences only in rural areas, but 
did not extend to the purchase of a farm, 
the repair and alteration of a farmhouse, 
or the construction of a house on farm
land already owned by the veteran. The 
bill under consideration today which was 
reported unanimously by the Committee 
on Veterans' Affairs, and of which I have 
the honor to be a member, will rectify 
this unfair situation which has prevailed 
for many years toward farm veterans. 
If it is enacted into law, along with 
H. R. 5106, another bill will have to be 
reported to equalize guaranteed loans 
for farm veterans on a parity with city 
veterans, the entire housing situation for 
these boys will be finally evened up, 

I commend my colleague from Okla .. 
homa, the Honorable ED EDMONDSON, for 
his long hours of work and study in order 
to gain these benefits for rural veterans, 
and I commend the chairman of our 
committee, the Honorable OLIN E. 
TEAGUE, for his many efforts along the 
same line. We are at long last getting 
somewhere. I supported the bill under 
consideration today, H. R. 5715, when it 
was before our committee, as well as 
H. R. 5106 which I also hope to see en
acted at an early date. 

The measure we are now considering 
has a double purpose: First, that of ex
tending the direct loan authority of the 
Veterans' Administration for a 1-year 
period by authorizing $150 million for 
that purpose in the coming fiscal year; 
and, second, extending the program of 
direct loans for the purchase of a farm 
on which there is a farm residence, or 
the altering, repair, or improvement of 
a farm residence or other dwelling lo
cated on a farm; or to construct a resi
dence on farmland already owned by the 
veteran. 

The great majority of the Eighth Con
gressional District of Louisiana which I 
represent is classified as rural and there
fore will qualify for these direct loans. 
My only misgiving as far as this bill is 
concerned is tl:lat it does not go far 
enough. I fear that the amount of 
money authorized is inadequate for the 
vast number of farm veterans who want 
to use their entitlement to fix up the 
home they already have, or to purchase 
a farm and residence. But we shall take 
another look after the program has been 
in operation for a year and if more 
money is needed, I will be one of. the first 
to advocate increasing the authorization 
and the appropriation. 

If I had been in Congress when those 
bills were first passed to discriminate 
against the rural or farm veteran, you 
would have heard my voice screaming 
in protest. We are late in our apology 
to these boys, but fortunately it is not 
too late for most of them to take ad van .. 
tage of farm purchase or construction 
and alteratiol'I. of their farm residences. 

To support this proposal is a privilege, 
Mr. Chairman, and I hope that my col
leagues on both sides of the aisle will do 
likewise. 

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Mr. Chair
man, H. R. 5715 extends the direct loan 
program, which has been in operation 
for the past 6 years, for 1 additional year. 
It also makes available $150 million for 
this coming year. 

The direct loan· program was inau
gurated in order to assist veterans living 
in small towns and in rural areas to ob
tain loans to purchase homes, since there 
was a scarcity of private financing in 
these areas. The Veterans' Administra
tion experience with the direct loan pro
gram to date is very commendable. Out 
of a total of 61,014 loans made to date, 
only nine-tenths of 1 percent a1'e in de
fault and the loss on these defaulted 
loans will be more than recovered from 
the interest being paid to the Veterans' 
Administration under the direct loan 
program. 

This bill places the farm veteran on a 
parity with the city veteran under the 
direct loan program. This is in keeping 
with H. R. 5106, already passed by the 
House, which places the farm veteran on 
a parity with the city veteran so far as a 
guaranteed or insured loan by the Vet
erans' Administration is concerned. 

In addition to extending the direct 
loan program for 1 year, H. R. 5715 makes 
it possible for a veteran to buy a piece of 
farmland and build a dwelling that he 
intends to occupy as his home; it makes 
it possible for a veteran to buy a farm 
with an existing dwelling which he in
tends to occupy as his home; and it also 
makes it possible for the veteran to repair 
or improve the farm dwelling which he 
now owns. Under previous laws author
izing a direct loan program, in order for 
a veteran to qualify for a loan to buy a 
farm, he had to show that the major 
portion of his yearly income would be 
derived from the farming operation. 
This restriction prevented many veter
ans from buying a farm while working 
on a salary and putting their earnings 
into the farm until such time as the farm 
would be self-supporting, This bill 
changes this requirement. Now all the 
veteran has to do is to qualify for the 
loan, and express his intentions of living 
in the dwelling on the farm to be pur .. 
chased. 

Both of the bills, that is H. R. 5106 and 
this bill, H. R. 5715, should encourage 
the return to the farm of veterans who 
wish to make their livelihood from farm
ing, There has been a mass exodus from 
the farms in recent years, and in this 
connection your attention is invited to 
the fact that the volume of farm loans 
closed has decreased quite steadily from 
a peak of 19,862 in 1947 to 1,432 loans 
in 1954. 

The 83d Congress authorized the es
tablishment of the voluntary home 
mortgage credit program, which assists 
veterans in obtaining conventional fi• 
nancing in areas where such financing 
is limited or scarce. This program is 
progressing rapidly; however, it will not 
eliminate the necessity for the direct 
loan program, because even this group 
cannot induce private financing to ac
cept veterans' loans in many remote 
areas of the country. 

The direct loan program is similar to 
the guaranteed loan program in that the 
veteran must qualify and receive a cer
tificate of eligibility for a loan under 
either program. I would like to empha
size the fact that many of the veterans 
in this country have sold their entitle
ments, receiving all the way from a drink 
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tb $400 for their entitlement, and allow
ing some other ineligible persons to re
ceive the benefits under their loans. 
The sale of the entitlement is an illegal 
and fraudulent act, punishable by law. 
The veteran who sells his entitlement 
also loses all of the benefits which have 
been provided for him by the various 
acts of Congress. Along this same line, 
many veterans have obtained direct 
loans or guaranteed loans and have sold 
their equity in the property, permitting 
buyers to assume their GI loans. Later, 
these buyers have defaulted and thou
sands of veterans now find themselves 
liable for a deficiency at the foreclosure. 

I wish it were possible for every vet
eran to be made to realize that once he 
obtains a GI loan he is liable for that 
loan until it is fully paid. If he chooses 
to sell his home, he should require the 
buyer to refinance the loan and pay off 
his GI loan so that he will not be liable 
for a default by the person to whom he 
sells his home. 

Mr. NORBLAD. Mr. Chairman, I fa
vor the passage of H. R. 5715, providing 
for continuation of the direct-loan pro
gram to veterans in areas where such 
financing is not readily available. 

This program has worked out well 
since its inception and there is no rea
son to believe that it will not continue 
to be a wise and productive one. In 
looking at the figures submitted by the 
area office at Portland, Oreg., it is of 
particular interest to me to note that 
the number of defaults there have been 
exceedingly low. Almost 500 of these 
direct loans have been consummated 
there and of that total only 2 are in sub
stantial default. This fine record alone 
is proof that this is one program where 
the Government is not going to be hurt 
in any way but instead is going to do a 
great deal of good. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SCHENCK]~ 

Mr. SCHENCK. Mr. Chairman, I take 
this time just to urge the committee to 
give very careful consideration to the 
plight of veterans who live in the larger 
metropolitan areas. There are times 
when money for veterans' loans is not 
available. Most finance organizations 
try to keep a balanced portfolio of the 
various types of mortgage loans in their 
organizations. Therefore, there are 
times when money is not available in the 
banks, the building and loan associations, 
and the loan correspondents of some of 
the larger cities. I would earnestly urge 
the committee to take very careful cog
nizance of that fact, to see if something 
cannot be worked out so that direct loans 
can be made to veterans in the event it 
is impossible to secure a loan from a local 
source, regardless of the size of the com
munity. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 1 minute in order to thank 
the gentleman from Ohio for the ex
cellent suggestion he has made and to 
make the comment that there are many 
cities in the United States where the un
availability of private financing has 
made this direct-loan program applica
ble. Any Member who has a community 
where there is a dearth of GI financing 
under the guaranteed loan program 

should bring that to the attention of 
the Veterans Administration, as I am 
sure many Members have done, in order 
to get application of the direct-loan 
program in those areas. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. EDMONDSON. I yield to the gen
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. It is my understanding 
that the city of New York got about 8 
percent of all veterans' money last year. 
Does the gentleman know whether or not 
that figure is correct? 

Mr. EDMONDSON. That may be so 
under the guaranteed loan program, but 
not under the direct loan program be
cause I do not believe the city of New 
York has ever been under the direct loan 
program. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to take 
this opportunity to extend my apprecia
tion to the members of the staff of the 
Committee on Veterans' Affairs for the 
fine work they did in connection with the 
technical features of this legislation. 
They have done a fine job in improving 
some of the technical phases of it, and I 
take this opportunity to express the ap
preciation of the entire Committee to the 
staff. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. GROSS]. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I com
mend the Veterans' Affairs Committee 
for the expeditious handling of this 
legislation. 

I particularly commend the committee 
for extending borrowing authority to 
those war veterans who desire to make 
farming their permanent occupation and 
must have financial assistance to do so. 

I regret that :financial assistance has 
not been available through private lend..; 
ing agencies in some areas of the dis
trict which I have the honor to repre
sent, thus enabling war veterans to 
establish either urban or rural homes. 
I trust this measure will alleviate that 
situation, at least in part. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to bring out one point 
and that is that the veterans have paid 
back the loans. I think one-half of 1 
percent of the loans are delinquent, 
which is a remarkable record and the 
record is even better on the direct loans 
than it is on the guaranteed loans. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no further re
quests for time. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JoHN
SONJ. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in support of this legis
lation and I also want to. congratulate 
the Committee on Veterans' Affairs and 
the author of this bill, the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. EDMONDSON] for 
the wonderful job they have done in 
bringing this legislation to the House. 
I think there is a great need for it in 
the area of Wisconsin which I represent 
in Congress •since it is two-thirds rural 
with many small farms. The veterans 
can use loans like these to improve their 
homes on the farms. . 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
have no further requests for time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 512 of the 

Servicemen's Readjustment Act of 1944 (38 
U. S. C., sec. 6941) is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

"SEC. 512. (a) (1) Upon application by a 
veteran eligible for the benefits of this title, 
the Administrator is authorized and directed 
to make, or enter into a commitment to 
make, the veteran a loan for any of the fol
lqwing purposes: 

"(A) To purchase or construct a dwelling 
to be owned and occupied by him as a home; 

" (B) To purchase a farm on which there 
is a farm residence to be occupied by the vet
eran as his home; 

"(C) To construct on land owned by the 
veteran a farm residence to be occupied by 
him as his home; or 

"(D) To repair, alter, or improve a farm 
residence or other dwelling owned by the 
veteran and occupied by him as his home; 
if the Administrator finds that in the area 
in which the dwelling, farm, or farm resi
dence is located or is to be constructed, pri
vate capital is not available for the financing 
of the purchase or construction of dwellings, 
the purchase of farms with farm residences. 
or the construction, repair, alteration, or 
improvement of farm residences or other 
dwellings, as the case may be, by veterans 
under this title. In case there is an indebt
edness which is secured by a lien against 
land owned by the veteran, the proceeds of 
a loan made under this section for the con
struction of a dwelling or farm residence on 
such land may be expended also to liquidate 
such lien, but only if the reasonable value 
of the land is equal to or in excess of the 
amount of the lien. 

"(2) No loan shall be made under this 
section to a veteran unless he shows to the 
satisfaction of the Administrator-

" (A) that he is a satisfactory credit risk; 
"(B) that the payments to be required 

under the proposed loan bear a proper rela
tion to the veteran's present and anticipated 
income and expenses; 

"(C) that he is unable to obtain from pri
vate lending sources in such area at an inter
est rate not in excess o! the rate authorized 
for guaranteed home loans a loan for such 
purpose for which he is qualified under sec-
tion 501 of this title; and · 

"(D) that he is unable to obtain a loan 
for such purpose from the Secretary of Agri
culture under the Bankhead-Jones Farm 
Tenant Act, as amended, or under the Hous
ing Act of 1949." 

SEC. 2. (a) Subsection (b) of such section 
is hereby amended by striking out clauses 
(A) and (B) and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

"(A) the original principal amount of any 
such loan shall not exceed an amount which 
bears the same ratio to $10,000 as the amount 
of guaranty to which the veteran is entitled 
under section 501 at the time the loa.n is 
made bears to $7,500; · 

"(B) the guaranty entitlement of the 
veteran shall be charged with an amount 
which bears the same ratio to $7,500 as the 
amount of the loan bears to $10,000;". (b) 
The amendments made by this section shall 
not apply with respect to loans or commit
ments made under such section 512 prior 
to the date of enactment of this section. 

SEC. 3. Subsection (d) of such section is 
hereby amended by striking out "section 501 
(b)" and inserting in lie'!,l thereof "section 
501". 

SEC. 4. (a) Subsection ( e) of such section 
is hereby amended to read as follows: 

" ( e) Loans made under this section shall 
be repaid in monthly installments; except 
that in the case of loans made for any of 
the purposes described in clause (B), (C), 
or (D) of paragraph (1) of subsection (a), 
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the Administrator may provide that such 
loans shall be repaid in quarterly, seml
_annual, or annual installments." 

{b) The amendment made by this section 
shall apply only with respect to direct loans 
held by the Administrator on the date of 
enactment of this act and direct loans made 
by the Administrator on or after such date. 

SEC. 5. Such section ls hereby further 
amended by adding at the end thereof the 
following: 

"(f) No veteran may obtain loans under 
this section aggregating more than $10,000." 

SEC. 6. (a) Clause (C) of subsection {b) 
of such section is hereby amended by strik
ing out "June 30, 1955" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "June 30, 1956." 

(b) Subsection {a) of section 513 of such 
act is hereby amended by striking out "June 
30, 1955" and inserting in lieu thereof "June 
30, 1956." 

( c) Subsection ( c) of such section 513 ls 
hereby amended by striking out "June 30, 
1956" and inserting in lieu thereof "June 
30, 1957." 

{d) The first sentence of subsection (d) 
of such section 513 is hereby amended by 
striking out all beginning with "June 30, 
1955" and inserting in lieu thereof "June 30, 
1956, such additional sums (not in excess 
of $150 million in any 1 fl.seal year) as the 
Administrator may request, except that the 
aggregate so advanced in any 1 quarter an
nual period shall not exceed the sum of 
$50 million less that amount which had been 
returned to the revolving fund during the 
preceding quarter annual period from the 
sale of loans pursuant to section 512 {d) 
of this title." 

( e) The amendments made by this section 
shall take effect as of June 30, 1955. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. COOPER] 
having assumed the chair, Mr. BOLLING, 
Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union, 
reported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
5715) to amend the Servicemen's Re
adjustment Act of 1944 to extend the au
thority of the Administrator of Veter
ans' Affairs to make direct loans, and 
to authorize the Administrator to make 
additional types of direct loans there
under, and for other purposes, pursuant 
to House Resolution 246, he reported the 
bill back to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is ordered. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 
Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent for the immedi
ate consideration of the bill <S. 654) 
to amend the Servicemen's Readjust
ment Act of 1944 to extend the author
ity of the Administrator of Veterans' 
Affairs to make direct loans, and to au
thorize the Administrator to make addi
tional types of direct loans thereunder, 
and for other purposes, a substantially 
similar bill to the bill, H. R. 5715, just 
passed by the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gentle
man from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows:. 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 512 (a) 

of the Servicemen's Readjustment Act of 
1944 (38 U. S. C., sec. 6941) 1s · hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

"SEC. 512. (a) (1) Upon application by a 
veteran eligible for the benefits of this title, 
who has not previously availed himself of his 
guaranty entitlement, the Administrator is 
authorized and directed to make, or enter 
into a commitment to make, the veteran a 
loan for any of the following purposes: 

"{A) To purchase or construct a dwelling 
to be owned and occupied by him as a home; 

"(B) To purchase a farm on which there 
ls a farm residence to be occupied by the 
veteran as his home; 
_ "{C) To construct on land owned by the 
veteran a farm residence to be occupied by 
him as his home; or 

"(D) To repair, alter, or improve a farm 
residence or other dwelling owned by the 
veteran and occupied by him as his home; 
1f the Administrator finds that in the area 
in which the dwelling, farm, or farm resi
dence is located or is to be constructed, 
private capital is not available for the fi
nancing of the purchase or construction of 
dwellings, the purchase of farms with farm 
residences, or the construction, repair, alter
ation, or improvement of farm residences, or 
other dwellings, as the case may be, by vet
erans under this title. In case there ls an 
indebtedness which is secured by a lien 
against land owned by the veteran, the pro
ceeds of a loan made under this section for 
the construction of a dwelling or farm resi
dence on such land may be expended also to 
liquidate such lien, but only if the reason
able value of the land is equal to or in excess 
of the amount of the lien. 

"(2) No loan shall be made under this 
section to a veteran unless he shows to the 
satisfaction of the Administrator-

"(A) that he is a satisfactory credit risk; 
"(B) that the payments to be required 

under the proposed loan bear a proper rela
tion to the veteran's present and anticipated 
income and expenses; 

"(C) that he is unable to obtain from pri
vate lending sources in such area, at an 
interest rate not in excess of the rate author
ized for guaranteed home loans, a loan for 
such purpose for which he is qualified under 
section 501 of this title; and 

"(D) that he is unable to obtain a loan for 
such purpose from the Secretary of Agricul-
· ture under the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant 
Act, as amended, or under the Housing Act of 
1949." 

· SEC. 2. Section 512 of the Servicemen's 
Readjustment Act of 1944 is hereby amended 
by adding a new subsection {f) as follows: 

"(f) Loans made under this section shall 
be repaid in monthly installments; except 
that in the case of loans made for any of the 
purposes described in clauses (B), (C), or 
(D) of paragraph (1) of subsection (a), the 
Administrator may provide that such loans 
sha.11 be repaid in quarterly,. semiannual, or 
annual installments. 

"The amendment made by this subsection 
shall apply only with respect to direct loans 
held by the Administrator on the date of 
enactment of this subsection and direct loans 
made by the Administrator on or after the 
date of enactment of this subsection." 

SEC. 3. (a) Clause {C) of subsection (b) 
of section 512 of the Servicemen's Readjust
ment Act of 1944 is hereby amended by 
striking out "June 30, 1955" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "June 30, 1957." 

(b) Subsection (a) of section 513 of such 
. ate is hereby amended by striking out "June 
30, 1955" and inserting in lieu thereof "June 
30, 1957." 

(c) Subsection (c) of such section 513 is 
hereby amended by striking out "June 30, 

"1956" and inserting in lieu thereof "June 
30, 1958." 

(d) The :flrst sentence of subsection (d) 
of such section 513 is hereby amended by 

striking out all beginning with "June 30, 
1955," and inserting in lieu thereof "June 30, 
1957, such additional sums as the Admin
istrator may request: Provided, That the ag
gregate . so advanced 1n any one quarter 
annual period shall not exceed the sum of 
$50 million less that amount which had been 
returned to the revolving fund during the 
preceding quarter annual period from the 
sale of loans pursuant to section 512 ( d) 
-of this title." 

( e) The amendments made by this act 
shall take effect as of June 30, 1955. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. EDMONDSON: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
·insert the provisions of H. R. 5715 as passed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third 

time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the proceed
ings by which the bill H. R. 5715 was 
passed be vacated and that that bill be 
laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the so-called description of the bill just 
passed be inserted as a part of the 
RECORD during the consideration of the 
direct-loan bill, and also the report of 
that bill be inserted in the RECORD at 
that point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 
REMARKS 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to extend their remarks on the 
bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

A FEDERAL LOTTERY TO PROVIDE 
FUNDS FOR PUBLIC WELFARE 
Mr. FINO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend my re
marks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
New Yo.rk? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FINO. Mr. Speaker, the wel

fare of the public, to twist a phrase, is 
essential to our national well-being and 
survival today. It is, I think, no exag
geration to say that most of what is 
important in the future of our country 
will depend upon the welfare of the 

. people. And to promote these broad 
goals, the Federal Government has fol
lowed an ever-expanding philosophy of 
responsibility. 

As you know, Mr. Speaker, and as 
every Member in this House knows. each 
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session of Congress brings its own va
riety of requests for increased expendi
tures. Lately, even our brightest young 
economists and our wisest elder states
men are having trouble finding new tax 
revenue sources. 

Defense costs still consume the major 
portion of our expenditures, or about 83 
percent of the 1956 budget. At the same 
time, there is a growing demand for 
more old-age pensions, more unemploy
ment benefits, more hospital funds, 
more aid to the needy, and more services 
to the blind·. The $64 question making 
the rounds of Congress these days is: 
"Where's the money to come from?" 

I believe I have found a satisfactory 
answer to this question-namely, a na
tional lottery, sponsored and adminis
tered by the Federal Government. 

I am, therefore, introducing again, in 
this session of Congress, a Federal lot
tery bill similar to one I introduced in 
the 83d Congress. 

Many of us assume that because lot
teries are forbidden by State statutes 
and because the transmission of lottery 
tickets through the mails is prohibited 
by the Congress, that this has always 
been the case. Nothing could be further 
from the truth. 

In the first days of the Republic lot
teries were among the most common and 
favorite methods of raising public 
funds-especially for schools, bridges, 
and roads. All of us, presumably, know 
that the first regular Congress of the 
United States held its sessions in the city 
of New York. But how many of us know 
that lottery money provided the roof 
under which that Congress met? Even 
earlier than this, lottery money fed and 
clothed the Continental Army, which 
won our independence. George Wash
ington purchased the first ticket for the 
relief of his suffering soldiers. 

Between 1782 and 1820, 148 different 
lotteries were authorized in Pennsylva
nia and Virginia. Indeed, one of the 
leading citizens of Virginia, Thomas Jef
ferson, has written one of the most elo
quent defenses of lotteries. In an un
.dated paper, written near the close of 
his life he had this to say: 

If we consider games of chance immoral, 
then every pursuit of human industry is im
moral, for there is not a single one that is 
not subject to a chance, not one wherein you 
do not risk a loss for the chance of some 
gain • • • Ther.e are some other games of 
chance, useful on certain occasions, and in
jurious only when carried beyond their use
ful bounds. Such are insurances, lotteries, 
raffles, etc. 

By the end of the past century, how
ever, public sentiment had reversed itself. 
The last lotteries in actual operation 
were those in Mississippi under an act of 
1867, and Louisiana under an act of 1868. 
Just 24 years later, in 1892, Louisiana 
banned lotteries altogether, making a 
solid network of State statutes prohibit
ing lotteries. At the same time Congress 
prohibited the transmission of lottery 
tickets through the mail. This is the sit
uation today. I submit, Mr. Speaker, 
that our practices and laws with regard 
to lotteries and gambling are due a thor
oughgoing reappraisal. 

Not only is our own history replete 
with examples of Government-sponsored 
lotteries, but most other civilized coun
tries of the world have relied even more 

heavily on such measures for revenue. 
Central and South America, Spain, Italy, 
France, Ireland, Australia, Turkey, and 
Sweden are but a few of the countries 
which today defray much of the cost of 
running the government through na
tional lotteries. Each may differ in 
price, conduct, and awards, but essen
tially they all consist of the selection by 
chance of numbers or tickets which en
title certain ticketholders to cash or 
bond prizes. 

The bill I am proposing today would 
provide for a commission of five men to 
be appointed by the President with · the 
advice and consent of the Senate. They 
would be men of high integrity who 
would prescribe rules and regulations 
and decide on the frequency of drawing. 
The tickets would be engraved and 
printed by the United States Treasury 
and sold by the post offices all over the 
Nation. The proceeds of the ticket sales 
would be deposited in the Treasury and 
held in a lottery fund. 

No ticket would be sold in any State, 
or in a political subdivision of any State, 
where such sale is illegal. Nor would any 
ticket be sold to anyone under the age 
of 21. 

Balances remaining in the lottery 
fund after payment of prizes and ex
penses and repayment of the initial ap
propriation may be paid, at the direc
tion of the Commission, to Federal 
hospitals, the blind, recipients of old
age assistance, and disabled veterans. 

These services now cost the taxpayer, 
including the honorable Members of this 
House, an estimated $4.5 billion a year. 
I am not saying the creation of a na
tional lottery would eliminate these ex
penditures. I do say, however, that a 
Government-sponsored lottery would 
relieve the budget and the taxpayer of 
much of these expenditures. 

Ultimately, of course, it is the tax
payer who pays, but his purchase of a 
lottery ticket is considerably different 
from compulsory payment of taxes. In 
the one instance, his action is purely 
voluntary and he receives certain intan
gible benefits from the payment of the 
so-called voluntary tax itself as well as 
the indirect benefits from the expendi
ture of those funds for the public good. 

The economics of national lotteries 
is, however, only. one of the justifica
tions for · my bill. Another principle, 
which I am sometimes inclined to re
gard even· more highly, is the sociologi
cal principle which some people call the 
gaming instinct. However, one views 
the widespread human tendency to 
gamble-legally or illegally-the aston
ishing fact is that it has contributed 

. to what is now a $30-billion-a-year in
dustry. More, by far, than we spend 
on education, religion, medicine, or au
tomobiles. Since most of these dollars 
are wagered illegally, they end up largely 
in the hands of professional gamblers 
and · racketeers, who · not only make the 
payoff as small as possi-ble, but see to 
it that very little is returned to the 
Federal Treasury in income taxes. 

In the preparation of my original bill 
in the 83d Congress, I spent some time 
studying the pros and cons of Govern
ment lotteries. I learned some aston
ishing things. For instance, 57 -percent 
of the adults in this country gamble 

regularly on horse races, card games, 
athletic events, local lotteries, church 
and club raffles, office pools, slot ma
chines, and just plain betting. Wheth
er it is legal or not, our people continue 
to gamble, just as they continued to 
drink during prohibition. 

The intriguing thing, of course, is to 
look for what is good in gambling and 
what it is that is bad. I will not take 
time now to develop this distinction fully. 
I call your attention, however, to Thomas 
Jefferson's words and suggest that they 
have particular relevance to us today. 

For, after all, our Nation and our en
tire economic system rests on the f oun
dation built by men who were willing to 
take a chance---buccaneers of industry 
who risked their fortunes in the market 
place and pioneers who risked their lives 
in the wilderness. To attempt to outlaw 
this gaming instinct is to deny human 
nature. 

One of the most shocking things I dis
covered in the preparation of my bill is 
that Americans spend between four and 
six billions every year on foreign lot
teries. In fact, as I have pointed out 
on another occasion, almost every gov
ernment in the world can conduct a lot
tery on our soil except our own, and can 
use the earnings of American citizens to 
lighten taxes abroad. 

Even more shocking, however, is the 
fact that racketeers often tamper with 
these foreign lotteries. Most people 
would be astonished, as I was, to learn 
that fully half of the Irish sweepstakes 
tickets sold in this country are complete 
fakes. 

On this evidence alone, Mr. Speaker, I 
think you will agree that we need our own 
legitimate, Government-backed sweep
stakes. Then there would be less in
centive for people to buy foreign lottery 
tickets; the proceeds from the sale of 
lottery tickets would be spent for the 
welfare of our own people; and Govern
ment administration of · the program 
would eliminate much of the racketeer
ing and underground activities. 

If ·you will indulge me 1 second more, 
Mr. Speaker, there is yet another reason 
for my bill. I hesitate to mention it 
because, while I .think it is important, 
I realize it is immeasurable. That is the 
pleasure derived from dreams and hopes 
of :winning and the vicarious enjoyment 
received when others win. I mentioned 
·earlier the importance of entrepreneurs 
and innovators in our history-men who 
were willing to take a chance. In our 
modern industrial life, however, the op
portunities of taking a chance are lim
ited. Routine characterizes most of our 
lives. In this sense buying a lottery 
ticket provides an avenue of escape from 
routine and boredom. 

There are some people who might raise 
the moral question-those who view 
gambling as immoral. It goes without 

. saying that if gambling is immoral then 
it should be outlawed. However, that 
is the very issue that should first be 
proved. 

A new magazine, the Catholic Lawyer, 
recently carried an article on bingo. The 
authors, Father W. Dominic Hughes and 
Prof. Frederick J. Ludwig, both well 
qualified to discuss the moral aspects of 
the question, wrote that the playing of 
games is not itself immoral. 
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The Very Reverend Francis J. Connell, 

dean of the School of Sacred Theology 
at the Catholic University of America, 
has stated "that gambling is not sinful." 

It is an indisputable fact that no
where in the Scriptures does the law of 
God forbid gambling as such. We are 
taught that gambling becomes sinful 
only when operated dishonestly, fraud
ulently, or when abuses become part a~d 
parcel of the gambling. Under my bill, 
a Federal lottery will be Government 
operated, controlled and superv~sed with 
a maximum of safeguards ag~t pos
sible abuses. 

To sum up, I am relatively sure that, 
if enacted, my bill would cut down taxes, 
increase revenue for health and wel
fare services, decrease racketeering, 
channel people's gambling instincts and 
provide a healthy outlet for daydreams. 

No one can say in advance, of course, 
just how much tax money suc!l a lo~
tery would raise. A conservative esti
mate, however, based on sums raised i:t 
other countries is $10 billion a year. This 
sum, if averaged out among the 41 mil
lion tax-paying persons would amount 
to a reduction of about $250 a year per 
person in taxes. This is more than the 
average family spends for all personal 
health services. · 

I have suggested, very briefly, some of 
the reasons which I think justify the 
creation o{ a national Government 
sponsored lottery. I have not taken time 
to develop any of these ideas fully. Yet, 
I think it is cle.ar that there are many 
reputable people who feel that in at
tempting to outlaw lotteries, we are not 
only trying to stop a :flood by putting a 
finger in the dike, but we are also over
looking an excellent and much-needed 
source of tax revenue. 

ATOMS FOR PEACE EXHIBIT 
Mr. DURHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DURHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire 

to announce that arrangements have 
been made to extend the "atoms for 
peace" exhibit on the ground :floor of 
the Library of Congress. The exhibit 
will now be open daily from 9 a. m. to 
10 p. m., through Friday, June 10. 

I hope the Members of the House will 
take the time to visit this very interest
ing exhibit which the President opened 
on Friday, May 27. This is the first time 
that an exhibit emphasizing the many 
peaceful uses of atomic energy has been 
shown in Washington. Following this 
showing in Washington it will be exhib
ited at the U. N. meeting in San Fran
cisco later this month. 

The exhibit includes models of nuclear
powered reactors which will be built in 
the next 3 years to generate power for 
domestic and industrial uses. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

HON. JOHN MURPHY 
Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, it was my 

privilege and my pleasure to be in the 
city of Scranton United States district 
court just 2 days ago. I think you would 
like to know that there our former col
league from Pennsylvania, United States 
District Judge John Murphy became the 
president judge of the United States 
district court for the great middle dis
trict of Pennsylvania. 

It is a classic American story: "Johnny 
Murphy," as we knew him then and as 
you all remember him well, you will 
recall he served upon the Pearl Harbor 
Commission and he served upon many 
important committees in this House and 
then went to the Federal bench. He 
worked in the mines as a boy, and on 
the railroads. It is the great American 
story of which you, Mr. Speaker, and my 
colleagues, are so proud. I am sure you 
join me in wishing many many years of 
continued success upon the Federal 
bench for Judge John Murphy. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

extend remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks, 
was granted to: 

Mr. LANE and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON in two in
stances and to include extraneous ma
terial. 

Mr. MADDEN and to include a statement 
he made today before the House Com
mittee on Education and Labor on the 
minimum-wage legislation. 

Mr. RODINO (at the request of Mr. 
KELLEY of Pennsylvania) in three in
stances and to include extraneous mat
ter. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin and to include 
extraneous matter. 

Mr. Bow and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. DONOHUE and to include extrane-. 
ous matter. 

Mr. DoDD (at the request of Mr. 
ALBERT) and to include extraneous mat
ter. 

Mr. AsHLEY (at the request of Mr. 
ALBERT). 

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. 
Mr. YATES. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly 

(at 2 o'clock and 1 minute p. m.) the 
House, pursuant to its previous order, 
adjourned until Monday, June 6, 1955, 
at 12 o'clock noon. 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to Mr. MORANO (at the EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
request of Mr. MARTIN), on official busi- ,r 860. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, a 
ness. letter from the Attorney General, trans-

mitting the report on the administration 
and enforcement of the registration pro
visions of the Subversive Activities Con
trol Act, as amended, pursuant to sec
tion 9 (c) of the act for the period from 
J"une 1, 1954, through May 31, 1955, was 
taken from the Speaker's table and re
f erred to the Committee on Un-Ameri
can Activities. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: · 

l\Ir. KILGORE: Committee on Post Office 
and Civil Service. H. R. 4585. A bill to 
amend the act of August 24, 1912, to simplify 
the procedures governing the mailings of 
certain publications of churches and church 
organizations; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 714). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee: Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service. S. 2061. An 
act to increase the rates of basic compensa
tion of officers and employees in the field 
service of the Post Office Department; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 728). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRI
VATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. FEIGHAN: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 1537. A bill for the relief of 
Rogerio Santana de Franca; with amend
ment (Rept. No. 707). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. FEIGHAN: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 1538. A bill for the relief of 
Jean Isabel Hay Watts; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 708). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan: Committee 
on the Judiciary. H. R. 1552. A bill for the 
relief of Dalisay Lourdes Cruz; with amend
ment (Rept. No. 709). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House. · 

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan: Committee 
on the Judiciary. H. R. 1661. A bill for th& 
relief of Kim Dong Su; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 710). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. WALTER: Committee on tl'le Judiciary. 
H. R. 1693. A bill for the relief of Barbara 
Knape; with amendment (Rept. No. 711). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. HYDE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 2911. A bill for the relief of Max 
Steinsapir; with amendment (Rept. No. 712). 
Referred to the Cpmmittee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. HYDE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 2929. A bill for the relief of Lazara 
Camargo Bernoudy; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 713). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House . . 

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 1549. A bill for the relief o! Salvacion 
Carbon; with amendment (Rept. No. 715). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. HYDE: Committee on the Judlciary. 
H. R. 1551. A blll for the relief of Gualberto 
Estra1ia Alabastro, Pura Zar<:o Alabastro, and 
Arlene Alabastro; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 716). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. , 
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Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judici

ary. H. R. 1750. A bill for the relief of 
Elena Gigliotti; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 717). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judici
ary. H. R. 1883. A bill for the relief of 
Margarete Gartner; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 718). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 2274. A bill for the relief 
of Alejandro Florentino Munoz; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 719). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 2724. A bill for the relief of 
Miss Elvira Bortolin; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 720). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. CHELF: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 2791. A bill for the relief of Ofelia 
Martin; without amendment (Rept. No. 
721). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. CHELF: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 2925. A bill for the relief of Carmelo 
Rodriguez Perez, also known as Carmelo 
Rodriguez Fenald; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 722). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. FEIGHAN: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 3048. A bill for the relief of 
Assuntino Del Gobbo; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 723). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan: Committee 
on the Judiciary. H. R. 3270. A bill for the 
relief of Giuseppa Arsena; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 724). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 3504. A bill for the relief of Eveline 
Wenk Neal; without amendment (Rept. No. 
725). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan: Committee 
on the Judiciary. H. R. 3628. A bill for the 
relief of Luise Isabella Chu, also known as 
Luise Schneider; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 726). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan: Committee 
on the Judiciary. H. R. 3635. A bill for the 
relief of Birgit Cainara, also known as Birgit 
Heinemann; without amendment (Rept. No. 
727). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. BROYHILL: 
H. R. 6619. A bill to provide for the crea

tion of a civil defense agency having juris
diction of civil defense for the Metropolitan 
Washington area; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. BUDGE: 
H. R. 6620. A bill to authorize the secre

tary of the Interior to construct, operate and 
maintain in the Upper Snake River Valley, 
Idaho and Wyoming, the Narrows Federal 
reclamation project and a reregulating reser
voir below the Palisades Dam and Reservoir; 
to the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H. R. 6621. A bill to amend title 18, United 

States Code, sections 8'71 and 3056, to pro
vide penalties for threats against the Vice 
President-elect and to authorize Secret Serv
ice protection for the Vice President-elect; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 6622. A b111 for the relief of certain 
rural carriers; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

H. R. 6623. A bill -t;o amend the act of July 
1, 1952, so as to obtain the consent of Con-

gress to interstate compacts relating to mu
tual military a.id in an emergency; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAWSON of Ill1nois: 
H. R. 6624. A b111 to amend the Federal 

Property and Administrative Services Act of 
1949, as amended; to the Committee on Gov
ernment Operations. 

By Mr. DEMPSEY: 
H. R. 6625. A bill to provide for the trans

fer of title to certain land and the improve
ments thereon to the Pueblo of San Lorenzo 
(Pueblo of Picuris), in New Mexico, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. FINO: 
H. R. 6626. A bill to provide for a Federal 

lottery to raise funds for Federal. hospitals, 
the blind, recipients of old-age assistance, 
and disabled veterans; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: 
H. R. 6627. A bill to provide for the appor

tionment of education and training allow
ances under the Veterans' Readjustment As
sistance Act of 1952 in certain cases; to the 
Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMES: 
H. R. 6628. A bill for the relief of the city 

of Pasco, Wash.; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HYDE: 
H. R. 6629. A bill to amend the Federal 

Employees' Group Life Insurance Act of 
1954; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. MILLER of Maryland: 
H. R. 6630. A bill to amend chapters 4, 5, 

6, and 8 of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PRIEST (by request): 
H. R. 6631. A bill to provide for reasonable 

notice to the agency of applications to ·the 
courts of appeals for interlocutory relief 
against orders of the Civil Aeronautics Board, 
the Federal Communications Commission, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, the ·Federal· 
Maritime Board, and the Atomic Energy 
Commission; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

H. R. 6632. A bill to amend the Civil Aero
nautics Act of 1938, as amended, so as to 
authorize the imposition of civil penalties 
in certain cases; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Colorado: 
H. R. 6633. A bill to amend the Veterans' 

Preference Act of 1944, so as to provide addi
tional preference in retention, reemployment, 
reinstatement, or transfer for veterans hav
ing a disability of 10 percent or more; to the 
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: 
H. R. 6634. A bill to provide for the con

veyance of 1.8 acres of land more or less 
within the Grapevine Dam and Reservoir 
proje<:t to the city of Grapevine, Tex., for 
sewage-disposal purposes; to the Committee 
on Public Works. 

By Mr. LANE: 
H. Con. Res. 151. Concurrent resolution ex

pressing the sense of the Congress that efforts 
should be made to invite Spain to member
ship in the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza
tion; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORMACK: 
H.J. Res. 330. Joint resolution to provide 

for the acceptance and maintenance of 
Presidential libraries, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Government Operations. 

By Mr. MARTIN: 
H.J. Res. 331. Joint resolution to provide 

for the acceptance and maintenance of 
Presidential libraries, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Government Operations. 

By Mr. -REES of Kansas: 
H.J. Res. 332. Joint resolution to provide 

tor the acceptance and maintenance of 
Presidential libraries, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Government Operations. 

By Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON: 
H.J. Res. 333. Joint resolution designating 

the second full week of October in ea.ch year 
as National Week for Nursing; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McDONOUGH: 
H.J. Res. 334. Joint resolution providing 

for the revision of the Status of Forces 
Agreement and certain other treaties and 
international agreements, or the withdrawal 
of the United States from such treaties and 
agreements, so that foreign countries will 
not have criminal jurisdiction over Ameri
can Armed Forces personnel stationed within 
their boundaries; to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memorials 

were presented and ref erred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Leg

islature of the Territory of Hawaii, memorial
izing the President and the Congress of the 
United States to ratify and confirm Act 199. 
of the session laws of Hawaii 1955, authoriz
ing the Board of Supervisors of the City and 
County of Honolul~ to issue general obliga
tion bonds in the sum of $6 million for the 
completion of the construction of the Kalini 
tunnel and its approach roads and for the 
construction of a second bore; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: 
H. R. 6635. A bill for the relief of Joy Kulis 

and Janet Arline Kulis; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. · · ·· 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: 
H. R. 6636. A bill for the relief of Rosa Wil

land; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HOLMES: 

H. R. 6637. A blll for the relief of Azm1 
Shawa: to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JUDD: 
H. R. 6638. A bill for the relief of Tami Ann 

Olson (Tami Ann Kato); to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Colorado: 
H. R. 6639. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Darwin L. Selley; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ZELENKO: 
H. R. 6640. A bill for the relief of Ellen 

Yuin-Shang Chung; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 

and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

302. By Mr. CRETELLA: Petition of the 
Town Council of East Hartford, Conn., rec
ommend and urge that the minimum wage 
be increased to $1.25; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

303. Also, petition of the Court of Com
mon Council of the city of Hartford, Conn., 
requesting the National Rivers and Harbors 
Congress to take whatever steps may be 
necessary to secure congressional approval, 
appropriations, and early completion of 12 
flood-control reservoirs; to the Committee 
on Public Works. 

304. By Mr. MUMMA: Petition of Rev. 
Michael M. Rachko and some 60 members 
of Saint Annunciation Macedonian-Bul
garian Orthodox Church, of Steelton, Pa., 
urging ·ravorable action on pending legisla
tion which would allow certain members of 
the Armed Forces to designate the the East
ern Orthodox faith as a religious belief on 
their identification tags; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 
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REGULATION: OF LOBBYING ACT 
In compliance with Public Law 601, 

79th Congress, title III, Regulation of 
Lobbying Act, section 308 (b), which pro
vides as follows: 

('b) All information required to be filed 
under t~~ provisions of this section with the 

Clerk of the House of Representatives and 
the Secretary of the Senate shall be compiled 
by said Clerk and Secreta.ry, acting Jointly, 
as soon as practicable after 'the close of the 
calendar quarter with respect to which such 
information is filed and shall be printed in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

QUARTERLY REPORTS 

·The Clerk of the House of Representa
tiy~s and the Secretary of the Senate 
jointly submit their report of the com
pilation required by said law and have 
included all registrations and quarterly 
reports received for the first calendar 
quarter of 1955. 

The following quarterly reports were submitted for the :first calendar quarter 1955: 

(NoTE.-The form used for reports is produced below. In the interest of economy questions are not repeated only the 
answers are printed and are indicated by their respective letter and number. Also for economy in the RECORD lengthy answers 
are abridged.) ' 

File two copies with the Secretary of the Senate and file three copies with the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
This page (page 1) is designed to supply identifying data; and page 2 (on the back of this page) deals with financial data. 
Place an "X" below the appropriate letter or figure in the box at the right of the "Report" heading below: 

"PRELIMINARY" REPORT ("Registration"): To "register," place an "X" below the letter "P" and fill out page 1 only. 
"QUARTERLY" REPORT: To indicate which one of the four calendar quarters is covered by this Report, place an "X" below the appropriate 

figure. Fill out both page 1 and page 2 and as many additional pages as may .be required. The first additional page should be 
numbered as page "3," and the rest of such pages should be "4," "5," "6," etc. Preparation and filing in accordance with instruc
tions will accomplish compliance with all quarterly reporting requirements of the Act. 

QUARTER 
REPORT 

Year: 19 _____ _ 

PURSUANT TO FEDERAL REGULATION OF LoBBYING ACT 

p 
1st I 2d 

I I 3d 4th 

(Mark one square only) 

NOTE ON ITEM "A".-(a) In General: This "Report" fQrm may be used by either an organization or an individual, as follows: 
(1) "Employee".-To file as an "employee," state in Item "B" the name, address, and nature of business of the "employer." (If the 

"employee" ls a firm (such as a law firm or public relations firm], partners and salaried staff members of such firm may Join in filing a 
Report as an "employee.") 

(11) "Employer".-To file as an "employer," write "None" as answer to Item "B." · 
(b) Separate Reports.-An agent or employee should not attempt to combine his Report with the employer's Report. 
(1) Employers subject to the Act must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are filed 

by theµ- agents or employees. 
(11) Employees subject to the Act must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are filed 

by their employers. 

A. ORGANIZATION OR INDIVIDUAL FILING.-(1) State name, address, and nature of business; (2) if this Report is for an Employer, list names 
of agents or employees who will file Reports for this Quarter. 

NOTE ON ITEM "B".-Reports by Agents or Employees. An employee is to file, each quarter, as many Reports as he has employers; except 
that: (a) If a particular undertaking ls jointly financed by a group of employers, the group is to be considered as one employer, but all 
members of the group are to be named, and the contribution of each member is to be specified; (b) if the work is done in the interest of 
one person but payment therefor ls made by another, a single Report-naming both persons as "employers"-is to be filed each quarter. 

B. EMPLOYER.-State name, address, and nature of business. If there ls no employer, write "None." 

NOTE ON ITEM "C".-(a) The expression "in connection with legislative Interests," as used in this Report, means "In connection with 
attempting, directly or indirectly, to influence the passage or defeat of legislation." . "The term 'legislation' means bills, resolutions, amend
ments, nominations, and other matters pending or proposed in either House of Congress, and includes any other matter which may be the 
subject of action by either House"-Section 302 ( e). 

(b) Before undertaking any activities in connection with legislative interests, organizations and individuals subject to the Lobbying 
Act are required to file a "Preliminary" Report (Registration). 

(c) After beginning such activities, they must file a "Quarterly" Report at the end of each calendar quarter in which they have either 
received or expended anything of value in connection with legislative interests. 

o. LEGISLATIVE INTERESTS, AND PUBLICATIONS In connection therewith: 

1. State approximately how long legisla
tive interests are to continue. If receipts 
and expenditures in connection with leg
islative interests have terminated, place 

O an "X" in the box at the left, so that 
this Office will no longer expect to receive 
Reports. 

2. State the general legislative interests of 
the person filing and set forth the specific 
legislative interests by reciting: (a) Short 
titles of statutes and bills; (b) House and 
Senate numbers of bills, where known; (c) 
citations of statutes, where known; (d) 

• whether for or against such statutes and 
bills. 

3. In the case of those publications which 
the person filing has caused to be Issued 
or distributed, in connection with legislative 
interests, set forth: (a) description; (b) 
quantity distributed, (c) date of distribution. 
(d) name of printer or publisher (if publica• 
tions were paid for by person filing) or name 
of donor (if publications were received as a 
gift). 

(Answer items 1, 2, and 3 in the space below. Attach additional pages if more space is needed.) 

4:. If this is a "Preliminary" Report (Registration) rather than a "Quarterly" Report, state below what the nature and amount of antic1• 
pated expenses will be; and if for an agent or employee, state also what the daily, monthly, or annual rate of compensation is to be. 
If this is a "Quarterly" Report, disregard this Item "C 4" and fili out Items "D" and "E" on the back of this page. Do not attempt to 
combine a "Preliminary" Report (Registration) with a "Quarterly" Report. 

AFFIDAVIT 

[Omitted in printing] 

PAGE 1 
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NoTE oN ITEM "D."-(a) In GeneraZ. The term "contribution" includes anything of value. When an organization or individual uses 

printed or duplicated matter in a campaign attempting to influence legislation, money received by such organization or individual-for 
such printed or duplicated matter-is a "contribution." "The term 'contribution• includes a gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit 
of money, or anything of value, and includes a contract, promise, or agreement, whether or not legally enforceable, to make a contributlon"
Section 302 (a) of the Lobbying Act. 

(b) IF THIS REPORT Is FOR AN EMPLOYER.-(i) In General. Item "D" ls designed for the reporting. of all receipts from which expendi-
tures are made, or will be ma.de, in accordance with legislative interests. · · 

(11) Receipts of Business Firms and lndividuals.-A business firm (or individual) which ls subject to the Lobbying Act by reason of 
expenditures which it makes in attempting to influence legislation-but which has no funds to expend except those which are available 
in the ordinary course of operating a business not connected in any way with the influencing of legislation-will have no receipts to report, 
even though it does have expenditures to report. 

(iii) Receipts of Multipurpose Organizations.-Some organizations do not receive any funds which are to be expend~d solely for the 
purpose of attempting to influence legislation. Such organizations make such expenditures out of a general fund raised by dues, assess
ments, or other contributions. The percentage of the general fund which ls used for such expenditures indicates the percentage of dues, 
assessments, or other contributions which may be considered to have been paid for that purpose. Therefore, in reporting receipts, such 
organizations may specify what that percentage is, and report their dues, assessments, and other contributions on that basis. However, 
each contributor of $500 or more is to be listed, regardless of whether the contribution was ma.de solely for legislative purposes. 

(c) IF THIS REPORT Is FOR AN AGENT OR EMPLOYEE.-(!) In General. In the case of many employees, all receipts will come under Items 
"D 5" (received for services) and "D 12" (expense money and reimbursements). In the absence of a clear statement to the contrary, it 
will be presumed that your employer is to reimburse you for all expenditures which you make in connection with legislative interests: 

(ii) Employer as Contributor of $500 or More.-When your contribution from your employer (in the form of salary, fee, etc.) amounts 
to $500 or more, it is not necessary to report such contribution under "D 13" and "D 14," since the amount has already been reported 
under "D 6," and the name of the "employer" has been given under Item "B" on page 1 of ~is report. 

D. RECEIPTS (INCLUDING CONTRIBUTIONS AND LoANS): 

Flll in every blank. If the answer to any numbered item is "None," write "None" In the space following the number. 

Receipts (other than loans) Contributors of $500 or more 
1. $ ________ Dues and assessments (from Jan. 1 through this Quarter) 
2. $ ________ Gifts of money or anything of value 13. Have there been such contributors? 
3. $ ________ Printed or duplicated matter received as a gift Please answer "yes" or "no"· _______ _ 
4. $--------Receipts from sale of printed or duplicated matter 14. In the case of each contributor whose contributions (including 

5. $ ________ Received for services (e. g., salary, fee, etc.) 
6. $--------TOTAL for this Quarter (Add items "1" through "5") 

7. $ ________ Received during previous Quarters of calendar year 
8. *--------TOTAL from Jan. 1 through this Quarter (Add "6" 

and "7") 

Loans Received 
"The term 'contribution' includes a .•. loan ••. "-Sec. 302 (a). 
9. $--------TOTAL now owed to others on account of loans 

10. , ________ Borrowed from others during this Quarter 
11. $--------Repaid to others during this Quarter 

12. $--------"Expense money" and Reimbursements received this 
Quarter 

loans) during the "period" from January 1 through the last 
days of this Quarter total $500 or more: 

Attach hereto plain sheets of paper, approximately the size of this 
page, tabulate data under the headings "Amount" and "Name and 
Address. of Contributor"; and indicate whether the last day of the 
period is March 31, June 30, September 30, or December 31. Prepare 
such tabulation in accordance with the following example: 
Amount Name and Address of Contributor 

("Period/' from Jan. 1 through ------------------, 19 ____ ) 
$1,500.00 John Doe, 1621 Blank Bldg., New York, N. Y. 
$1,785.00 The Roe Corporation, 2511 Doe Bldg., Chicago, Ill. 

$3,285.00 TOTAL 

NOTE oN ITEM "E".-(a) In General. "The term 'expenditure' includes a payment, distribution, loan, advance, deposit, or gift of money 
or anything of value, and includes a contract, promise, or agreement, whether or not legally enforceable, to make an expenditure"-Section 
302 (b) of the Lobbying Act. 

( b) IF THIS REPORT Is FOR AN AGENT OR EMPLOYEE. In the case of many employees, all expenditures will come under telephone and 
telegraph (Item "E 6") and travel, food, lodging, and entertainment (Item "E 7"), 

E. ExPENDITUREs (INCLUDING LOANS) in connection with legislative interests: 

Fill in every blank. If the answer to any numbered item is "None," write "None" in the spaces following the number. 

Expenditures ( other than loans) 
1. $ ________ Public relations and advertising services 
2. $--------Wages, salaries, fees, commissions ( other than item 

"1") 

3. •--------Gifts or contributions made during Quarter 
4. $ ________ Printed or duplicated matter, including distribution 

cost 

5. $--------Office overhead (rent, supplies, utilities, etc.) 
6. $ ________ Telephone and telegraph 
7. $--------Travel, food, lodging, and entertainment 
8. •--------All other expenditures 

9. •--------TOTAL for this Quarter (Add "1" through "8") 
10. •--------Expended during previous Quarters of calendar year 

11. •--------TOTAL from January 1 through this Quarter (Add "9" 
and "10") 

Loans Made to Other8 
"The term 'expenditure' includes a ... loan ••• "-Sec. 302 (b). 
12. , ________ TOTAL now owed to person filing 
13. $--------Lent to others during this Quarter 
14. $ ________ Repayment received during this Quarter 

15. Recipients of Expenditures of $10 or More 
In the case of expenditures made during this Quarter by, or 

on behalf of the person filing: Attach plain sheets of paper 
approximately the size of this page and tabulate data as to 
expenditures under the following heading: "Amount," "Date 
or Dates," "Name and Address of Recipient," "Purpose." Pre
pare such tabulation in accordance with the following example: 

Amount Date or Dates-Name and Address of Recipient-Purpose 
$1,750.00 7-11: Roe Printing Co., 3214 Blank Ave., St. Louis, 

Mo.-Printing and ma11ing circulars on the 
"Marshbanks Bill." 

$2,400.00 7-15, 8-15, 9-15: Britten & Blatten, 3127 Gremlin Bldg., 
• Washington, D. C.-Public relations 

service at $800.00 per month. 

$4,150.00 TOTAL 

PAGE 2 
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A. Claris Adams, 1701 K Street NW., Wash

ington, D. C. 
B. American Life Convention, 230 North 

Michigan Avenue, Chicago, DI. 
c. ( 2) All existing and prospective legis

lation which may affect the life insurance 
business. 

D. (6) $1,125. 

A. J. Carson Adkerson, 976 Natinal Press 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting strategic 
minerals. 

E. (7) $30; (8) $2.25; (9) $32.25. 

A. Aircraft Industries Association of Amer
ica, Inc., 610 Shoreham Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

c. (2) Generally any legislation which wm 
affect the aircraft manufacturing interests. 

D. (6) $4,703.47. 
E. (2) $3,750; (4) $35.43; (7) $918.04; (9) 

$4,703.47. 

A. W. L. Allen, 5913 Georgia Avenue NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. The Commercial Telegraphers' Union, 
5913 Georgia Avenue, NW., Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Any legislation which will or may 
affect members of the union. 

A. W. R. Allstetter, 616 Investment Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. The National Fertilizer Association, Inc., 
616 Investment Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that might affect 
the manufacture or distribution of fertilizer 
or the general agricultural economy. 

D. (6) $125. 

A. Thomas H. Alphin, M. D., 1523 L Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 North 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) All bills relating to health and 
welfare. 

D. (6) $479.62. 
E. (7) $14.85; (9) $14.85. 

A. Joseph Amann, Munsey Building, Wash• 
ington, D. C. 

B. E.'ngineers and Scientists of America, 
Munsey Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting the inter
ests of professional engineers and other 
members of affiliated units. 

A. American Association of University Wom
en, 1634 I Street NW., Washington, D. C. 
C. (2) .1 

E. (2) $750; (4) $249.53; (6) $7.47; (9) 
$1,007. 

A. American Bottlers of Carbonated Bever
ages,8 1128 16th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. -

A. American Cancer Society, 521 West 67th 
Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Appropriations for public health. 
E. (1) $4,999.98; (7) $1,808.46; (9) $6,-

808.44. 

A. American College of Radiology, 20 North 
Wacker Drive, Chicago, DI. 

C. (2) Legislation involving the practice 
of medicine and all national health-insur
ance legislation. 

D. ( 6) $71,381. 

A. American Cotton Manufacturers Institute, 
Inc., 203-A Liberty Life Building, Char
lotte, N. C. 

c.1 
D. (6) $5,264.71. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

3 Filed with the Clerk only. 

E. (2) $3, 613.56; (4) $181.49; (5) $215.81; 
6) $110.53; (7) $1,143.32; (9) $5,264.71; 

(15) .1 

A. American Farm Bureau Federation, Mer
chandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Ill, and 
425 13th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C (2) Legislation affecting agriculture. (3) 

Nation's Agriculture and News Letter. 
D. (6) $63,224. 
E. (2) $18,545; (4) $4,217; (5) $3,153; (6) 

$484; (7) $343; (9) $26,742; (15) .1 

A. American Federation of Labor, 901 Massa• 
chusetts Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the interests of 
working people. (3) American Federation
ist. 

E. (1) $6,538.76; (2) $21,174.41; (4) $3,-
795.36; (5) $648.90; (9) $32,157.43; (15) .1 

A. American Federation of the Physically 
Handicapped, Inc., 1370 National Press 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to benefit handicapped. 
D. (6) $1,483. 
E. (4) $80.15; (6) $45; (9) $125.15. 

A. American Hotel Association,8, 221 West 
57th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) All bills and statutes of interest to 
the hotel industry. 

D. (6) $142,503.40. 

A. American Legion, National Headquarters, 
700 North Pennsylvania Street, Indian• 
apolis, Ind. 

C. (2) and {3).1 

D. (6) $61,096.56. 
E. (2) $12,574.73; (4) $4,049.77; (5) $1,• 

960.84; (6) $259.39; (7) $2,476.05; (9) $21,-
320.78. 

A. American Life Convention, 230 North 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) All existing and prospective legis
lation which may affect the life-insurance 
business. 

D. (6) $1,318.75. 
E. (2) $1,318.75; (9) $1,318.75. 

A. American Medical Association, 535 North 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2).1 · 

D. (6) $10,250. 
E. (2) $929.41; (4) $403.10; (5) $1,933.35; 

(6) $98.66; (7) $852.41; (8) $450.83; (9) 
$10,205.89; (15) •1 

A. American Merchant Marine Institute, Inc., 
11 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Support of legislation favorable to 
maintenance of the American Merchant Ma
rine. 

E. (2) $7,864.25; (9) $7,864.25. 

A. American. National Cattlemen's Associa
tion, 801 East 17th Avenue, Denver, 
Colo. 

C. (2) Reciprocal trade, standby controls, 
brucellosis program, and other n'latters per
taining to cattle industry. (3) American 
Cattle Producers. 

D. (6) $34,470.93. 
E. (2) $7,097.50; (6) $27.22; (7) $276.83; 

(8) $26.50; (9) $7,428.05. 

A. American Nurses' Association, Inc., 2 Park 
Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Bills with provisions for health 
programs. 

D. (6) $454,987.95. 
E. (2) $1,313.04; (6) $276.24; (6) $89.06; 

(7) $265.10; (8) $166.84; (9) $2,109.78. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

"Filed with the Clerk only. 

A. American Optometric Association, Inc., 
Development Fund (Legislative), c/o 
Dr. Hoyt S. Purvis, 212 East Washington 
Avenue, Jonesboro, Ark. 

C. (2) Legislation effecting optometry. 
D. (6) $902. 
E. (2) $2,475; (6) $3.68; (7) $10.50; (8) 

$1.20; (9) $3,492.10. 

A. American Osteopathic Association, 212 
East Ohio Street, Chicago, Ill. 

c. (2) .1 

D. (6) $513.12. 
E. (2) $375; (4) $59.37; (5) $69; (6) $9.75; 

(9) $513.12, 

A. American Paper & Pulp Association, 122 
East 42d Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Affecting legislation. 

A. American Parents Committee, Inc., 132 
Third Street SE., Washington, D. C., and 
52 Vanderbilt Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2).1 

D. (6) $3,472.25. 
E. (2) $326.30; (4) $435.33; (5) $194.73; 

(6) $58.93; (8) $501.15; (9) $1,516.44. 

A. American Petroleum Institute, 60 West 
50th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the petroleum 
industry. 

D. (6) $33,543. 
E. (2) $6,280; (5) $3,800; (6) $249; (8) 

$1,209; (9) $11,538; (15) 1 

A. American Pulpwood Association, 220 East 
42d Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Affecting legislation. 

A. American Retail Federation, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2).1 

D. (6) $66,772.43. 
E. (2) $8,375; (4) $51.48; (6) $773.33; (6) 

$511.77; (7) $276.38; (9) $9,987.96. 

A. American Short Line Railroad Associa
tion, 2000 Massachusetts Avenue NW,. 
Washington, D. C. 

D. (6) $1,760.53. 
E. (2) $737.50; (4) $263.16; (5) $204.15; 

(6) $103.10; (7) $452.62; (9) $1,760.53; 
(15).1 

A. American Sugar Beet Industry Policy 
Committee, 500 Sugar Building, Denver, 
Colo. 

C. (2) In favor of extension and amend
ment of Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

D. (6) $25. 
E. (4) $28.68; (6) $17.99; (9) $46.67. 

A. American Tariff League, Inc., 19 West 
44th Street, New York, N. Y. 

A. American Textile Machinery Association, 
60 Batterymarch Street, Boston, Mass, 

D. (6) $232.39. 
E. (4) $50; (9) $50. 

A. American Tramp Shipowners Association, 
Inc., 11 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Amending existing shipping legis
lation in order to extend operating and con
struction differential subsidies to American 
flag vessels engaged in so-called tramp 
trades. 

D. (6) $8,000. 
E. (1) $10,125; (2) $2,062.50; (4) $69.76; 

(6) $168.26; (6) $592.42; (7) $503.21; (8) 
$797.57; (9) $14,318.72; (15).1 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec• 
retary. 
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A. Americ.an· Veterans Committee, Inc., 1830· 

Jefferson Place NW., Washington, D. C. 
C. (2) Legislation affecting the general 

welfare, especially in the fields of interna
tional affairs, civil rights and liberties, and 
veterans benefits. 

D. (6) $9,047. 
E. (2) $1,311.96; (4) $30; (5) $245;- (6) 

$30; (7) $62.49; (9) $1,679.45. 

A. American Veterinary Medical Association, 
600 South Michigan Avenue, Chicago, 
Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation which might affect vet
erinary medicine and the veteri~ary profes
sion. 

E. (2) $750; (5) $195.37; (6) $63.13; (9) 
$1,008.50_. 

A. American Vocational Association, Inc., 
1010 Vermont Avenue NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

A. American Warehousemen's Association
Merchandise Division, 222 West Adams 
Street, Chicago, Ill. · 

A. American Zionist Committee for Public 
Affairs, 1737 H Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) Favors economic and technical as
sistance to Israel and other States in the 
Near East. 

D. (6) $4,687.27. 
E. (1) $562.42; (2) $1,449.58; (4) $702.17; 

(5) $395.05; (6) $201.77; (7) $827.02; (8) 
$252; (9) $4,390.01. 

A. America's Wage Earners' Protective Con
ference, 400 Bowen Building, Washing
ton, D. C. 

C. (2) H. R. 1. 
D. (6) $2,860. 
E. (2) $2,910; (8) $590.20; (9) $3,500.20; 

(11) $3,500.20. 

A. John R. Arent, 1102 Ring Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. American Mining Congress, Ring Build
ing, Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) Measures affecting mining, such as 
income taxation, social security, public lands, 
stockpiling, monetary policy, etc. 

D. (6) $900. 
E. (7) $46.20; (9) $46.20. 

A. Hector M. Aring, 826 Woodward Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Johns-Manville Corp., 22 East 40th 
Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Tax, highway, foreign . trade, and 
school legislation. 

D. ( 6) $1,250. 
E. (9) $666.67. 

A. Arkansas Railroad Committee, 1115 Boyle 
Building, Little Rock, Ark. 

C. (2) Generally legislation affecting Ar
kansas railroads. 

D. (6) $500. 
E. (7) $649.15; (9) $649.15. 

A. Arnold, Fortas & Porter, 1229 19th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Indians of California. 
C. (2) Seek compensation for land taken. 

A. Arnold, Forta.s & Porter, 1229 19th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Nicolas Reisini, 11 West 42d Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

C. (2) S. 1195. 
E. (9) $1. 

A. W. C. Arnold, 200 Colman Building, Seat
tle, Wash. 

B. Alaska Salmon Industry, Inc., 200 Col· 
man Building, Seattle, Wash. 

A. Arthritis and .Rheumatism Foundation, 
· 23 West 45th Street, New York City, N. Y. 

C. (2) Appropriations for public health. 
E. (1) $600; (7) $215.43; (9) ~15.43. 

A. Associated General Contractors of Amer
ica, Inc., Munsey Building, Washington, 
D.C. I 

c. (2) .1 

A. Associated Third Class Mail Users, 1406 
G Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation relating to postal laws' 
and regulations. 

D. (6) $22,649.08. 
E. (2) $4,325; (4) $1,269.75; (5) $226; (6) 

$130.07; (7) $996.49; (8) $34.72; (9) $6,982.03. 

A. Association of American Physicians and 
Surgeons, Inc., 185 North Wabash Ave-
nue, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Proposed legislation affecting physi
cians and surgeons in the practlce of their
prof ession. 

D. (6) $1,500. 
E. (4) $1,500; (9) $1,500. 

A. Association of American Railroads, 929 
Transportation Buil~ing, ~ashington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $13,175.58. 
E. (2) $11,016.85; (5) $1,231.72; (6) 

$158.47; (7) $662.99; (8) $105.55; . (9) $13,-
175.58. 

A. Association of American Ship Owners, 78 
Beaver Street, New York, N. Y. 

A. Association of Casualty and Surety Com
panies, 60 John Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting casualty and 
surety companies. 

D. (6) $1,865.31. , 
E. (2) $1,345.11; (4) $97.01; (5) $138.70; 

(6) $33.77; (7) $83.14; (8) $167.58; (9) 
$1,865.31. 

A. Association of Western Railways, 474 
Union Station Building, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislative proposals which do or 
may affect the western railroads. 

A. Edward Atkins, 51 East 42d Street, New 
York, N. Y. . 

B. National Association of Shoe Chain 
Stores, Inc., 51 East 42d Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

C. (2) Legislation regarding labor laws and 
revenue act. · 

D. (6) $250. 
E. (9) $250. 

A. Awalt, Clark & Sparks, 822 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Electric Co's., 
:1.200 18th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

A. Charles E. Babcock, Route 4, Box 126, 
Vienna, Va. 

B. Junior Order United American Mechan
ics of the United States of America, 3027 
North Broad Street, Phila$ielphia, Pa. 

C. (2) Control of immigration; improve
ment of free public schools; suppression of 
communism. 

D. (6) $147. 
. E. (5) $13.50; (6) $1.27; (7) $2:3.77; . (9) 
$38.54. 

- .-. 
A. George P. Baker, 808 Me1:11orial Drive. 

Cambridge, Mass. · 
B. Transportation Association of America, 

130 .North Wells Street, Chicago, Ill. 

- 1 Not printed. Piled with Clerk and Secre. 
tary. 

A. ·John A. Baker. - -· . --
B. Farmers Educational and Cooperative 

Union of America (National Farmers Union), 
1404 New YoFk Avenue NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $2,400. 
E. (7) $324.30; (9) $324.30. 

A. J. H. Ballew, Nashville, Tenn. 
B. Southern . States Industrial Council, 

Stahlman Building, Nashville, Tenn. 
C. (2) Support of legislation favorable to 

free enterprise system and opposition to leg
islation unfavorable to that system. 
- D. (6) $2,250. 

A. Hartman Barber, 10 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, D. C. 

· B. Brotherhood of Railway and Steamship 
Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express, and Sta
tion Employees, 1015 Vine Street, Cincin
nati, Ohio. 

C. (2) Interested in all legislation affect
ing labor, especially railroad labor. 

D. (6) $1,922.43. 
· E. (6) . $125.90; (7) $121.14; (8) $489.70; 

(9) $736.74. 

A. Joel Barlow, 701 Union Trust Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B.1 
c.1 

.. E. (6) $1.65; (9) $1.65. 

A. James M. Barnes, 1025 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Reciprocal Inter-Insurers Federal Tax 
Committee, United Artists Building, Detroit, 
Mich. 

C. (2) To protect the interests of recipro
cal inter-insurers. In opposition to H. R. 43. 
-· D. (6) $2,000. 

A. Arthur H. Barnett, 1200 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Electric Com
panies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 
. C. (2).1 

D . (6) $761.25. 
· E. (6) $1.78; (7) $112.34; (8) $15.90; (9) 
$130.02. · 

A. Irvin L. Barney, 412 Railway Labor Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

_B. Brotherhood Railway: Carmen of Amer
ica, 4929 Main Street, Kansas City, Mo. 

C. (2) Legislation of interest to railroad 
employees and labor in general. 1 

E. (6) $2,625. • 

A. R. H. Barry, 121 15th Avenue North, 
· Fargo, N. Dak. 
• B. American Seed Tra:de· ,4ssociation, 30 
North La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. · 

. C. (2) Legislation which might affect 
members of the American Seed Trade Asso
ciation. 

D. (6) $1,~75. 
- E. (6) $350; (7) $2,185.50; (9) $2,535.50. 

A. A. K. Barta, 810 18th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. The Proprietary Association, 810 18th 
Street NW., 'Washington, D. c. 
- C. (2) Measures affecting the proprietary 
medicines industry. 

E. (7) $25; (9) $25. 

-A. J. A. Beirne, 1808 Ada.ms Mill Road NW.', 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Communications Workers · of America 
(CIO), 1808 Adams Mill Road NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

1 Not printed. 1 Filed with Clerk and Sec• 
retary. 
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c. (2) Legislative matters affecting the 

Interests of the membership of the union. 

A. George L. Bell, 1025 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Legislative Committee of the Commit
tee for a National Trade Polley, 1025 Con
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation relating to foreign eco
nomic policy (Reciprocal Trade Agreements 
Act). (3) Correspondence and educational 
pamphlets. · · 

A. Rachel S. Bell, 1025 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation relating to foreign eco
nomic policy (Reciprocal Trade Agreements 
Act). (3) Correspondence and educational 
pamphlets. . 

D. (6) $437.50. 

A. Julia D. Bennett, Hotel Congressional, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Library Association, 50 East 
Huron Street, Chicago, Dl. 

C. (2) Interested in legislation affecting 
libraries and librarians. 

E. (2) $1,511.20; (4) $127.68; (7) $27.50;. 
(8) $108.34; (9) $1,774.72. 

A. Ernest .H. Benson, 10 Independence Ave,. 
nue SW., Washington, D. C. · 

B. Brotherhood of. Maintenance of Way 
Employees, 12050 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, 
Mich. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting railroad em
ployees and labor in general. 

D. ( 6) $4,500. 

A. Louella Miller Berg, 1634 I Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Association of University 
Women, 1634 I Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2).1 
D. (6) $750. 

A. Ber-ge, Fox & Arent, 1002 Ring Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. G. B. Macke Corp., 212 H Street NW., 
Washington, D. C.; Automatic Canteen Co. of 
America, Merchandising Mart Plaza, Chicago, 
,Ill.; National Automatic Merchandising Assa.:. 
elation, 7 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

c. (2) Seeking amendments to District of 
Columbia Sales and Use Tax Acts. 

E. (:4) $34.55; , (7)·· $17.35;_ (9) _$51.90. 

A. Helen Berthelot, 1808 Adams , MUI Road 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B . Communications Workers of America 
(CIO), 1808 Adams Mill Road ·NW., Wash
ington, D. C . . 

C. (2) Legislative matters affecting the in
terests of the membership of this union. 

D. (6) $2,499.68. 
. E. (2) $1,924.92; (6) $0.80; (7) .$538.16; (8} 
$35.80; (9) $2,499_.68. 

~- Andrew J. Biemiller, 901 Massachuset~ 
Avenue NW., ·washington, Q .. C. 

B. American Federation of . Labor, . 901 
Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washington, 
D. C. _ . 

c. (2) All bills affecting the welfare of 
the countr'y generally, and specifically bills 
affecting wor~ers. · 

D. (6)· $2,795. 
E. (6) $31.20; (7) _ $2~7.30; (8) $63.50;· (9}' 

$382. 

A. Bigham, En_gl~r,}ones & Houston, 99 John 
Street, ·New York; N. Y.~ and 932 Shore
ham Bulldin_g, Washington, D. C. . ' 

c. · (2) General questions affecting t);>.e in-
surance of ships and their cargoes against 
marine risks; reparations; subrogation. · 

E. (5) $58; (6) _$5; (7) _ $30; (9~ _$9~. _ . 

1 Not printed. · Filed with Clerk and Sec
•retary; 

ci:~75 

A. John H. Bivins, 50 West 50th Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. American Petroleum Institute, 50 West 
50th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the petroleum 
industry. 

A. James C. Black, 1625 K Street NW., Wash-
. ington, D. C. 

B. Republic Steel Corp., Republic Build
fng, Cleveland, Ohio. 

C'. (2) Only insofar as legislation affects 
my employer. 

D . (6) $600. 
E. (7) $500; (9) $500. 

A. Thomas D. Blake, 3026 N Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. United States Cuban Sugar Council, 
910 17th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Bills introduced in the House or 
the Senate having to do with Cuban sugar 
quotas. 

D. (6) $2,550. 
E. (4)_ $3; ' (9) $3. 

A. William Rhea Blake, 162 Madison Avenue, 
Memphis, Tenn: · 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Box 18, Memphis, Ter .. n. 
· C. (2) Legislation affecting the raw cot
ton industry as will promote the purposes for 
~hich the co1:mcil is organized. 

A. Charles B. Blankenship, 1808 Adams Mill 
Road NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Communications Workers of America 
(CIO), 1808 Adams Mill Road NW., Wash-
ington, D. C. . 

C . . (2) Legislative matters affecting the 
interests of the membership. 

D. (6) $2,339.73. . 
E. (2) $_1,999.98; (7) $339.75; (9) $2,339.73. 

A. Warren B. Bledsoe, 1040 Warner Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Rural Letter Carriers' Asso
ciation, 1040 Warner Building, Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation under consideratio~ 
in the Congress which will affect postal ·em
ployees. (3) The National Rural Letter Car
rier. · · 

D. (6) $480.63. 
E. (7) ~15._ (9) ,15 . . 

A. · Blue Cross Commission, 425 North Mich
igan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) General interest in legislation for 
payroll deductions for Federal employees, war 
damage, economic controls, taxation of fringe 
benefits, health programs for Federal em
ployees, and hospit.al and health matters. 
· E. (2) $1,500; (8) $340.59~ 

A. The Borax Cartel Story, Inc., 132 Third 
' Street SE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) To amend the Trading With the 
l'i:nemy Act. 

D. (6) $100. 
E. (2) $100; (9) ~100! 

A. joseph L. Borda, 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

. B. National Association of Manufacturers, 
918 16th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

A. Lyle H. Boren, Seminole, Okla. 
B. The Association of Western Railways, 

Union Station Building, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Robert T. Borth, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D. c .. 

_ B. General Electric Cp., 570 Lexington 
Avenue, New York, N: Y. 

C. (2) Labor relations, wage and hour 
matters, controls over wages and salaries and 
social security. 

D. (6) $375. 
. E. (5) $130; . (6) . $5; (7.) $175.75; (9) 
$310.75. 

A. R. B. Bowden, 600 Hibbs Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Grain & Feed Dealers National Assn., 
100 Merchants Exchange Building, St. Louis, 
Mo. 

C. (2) In favor of H. R. 1831. (3) Regular 
weekly trade information letter. 

D. (6) $86.65. 
E. (7) $1.85; (9) $1.85. 

A. Charles M. ;Boyer, 2517 Connecticut Ave-· 
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Reserve Officers Association of the 
United States, 2517 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D. C. . 

C. (2) Legislation for development of a 
military policy for the United States which 
will guarantee adequate national security. 

A. Joseph E. Brady, 2347 Vine Street, Cin-
cinnati, Ohio. 

B. International Union of United Brewery, 
Flour, Cereal, Soft Drink and Distillery Work• 
ers of America, 2347 Vine Street, Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 
, C. (2) All legislation involving or in the 
direction of national prohibition, taxation 
of alcoholic beverages, etc. 

E. (6) $36.34; (7) $429.42; (8) $465.76. 

A. Harold P. Braman, 907 Ring Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Savings and Loan League, 907 
Ring Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Support of bills to improve facilities 
of savings and loan associations for encour
agement of thrift and home financing. Op
pose legislation adverse to savings and loan 
associations. 

D. (6) $450. 

A. Harry R. Brashear, 610 Shoreham Build• 
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Aircraft Industries Association of Amer
ica, Inc., 610 Shoreham Building, Washing
ton, D. C. 
. C. (2) Any legislation pertaining to trans ... 
portation problems of the aJ,rcraft manufac
turing industry. 

A. James M. Brewbak~r. 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Manufacturers,. 
918 16th Street NW., Washington, D. C • . 

A. David F. Brinegar, 510 Goodrich Building, 
Phoenix, Ariz. 

B. Central Arizona Project Association, 510 
Goodrich Building, Phoenix, Ariz. · 

C. (2) Water and soil legislation affect1:t1g 
Arizona. 

D. (6) $2,250. 
E. (7) $203.07; (9) $203.07. 

A. Clark L. Brody, 221 North Cedar Street, 
Lansing, Mich. 

B. Michigan Farm Bureau. 
D. (6) $484.62. 
E. (7) $36.29; (9) $~6.2~. 

A. W. S. Bromley, 220 East 42d Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

. B. American Pulpwood Association, 220. 
:East 42d Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislative interests are those of em
ployer. 

A. Derek Brooks, 1737 H Street NW., Wash• 
ington, D. C. 

B. New York Board of Trade, 291 Broadway, 
New York, N. Y • . 

C. (2) Guarantees against the risk of non
payment of foreign debtors due to currency 
inconvertibility, exchange transfer block, 
and other noncommercial hazards. 
· D. (6) $933.80. 
. E . (5) $163.50; (6~ $45.98; (7) $80.61; (8) 
$15.40; (9) $305.49. 
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A. William F. Brooks, 604 Folger Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
B. National Grain Trade Council, 604 

Folger Building, Washington, D. C. 
C. (2) Legislation affecting agriculture in 

general and the grain trade in particular, 

A. Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
1118 Engineers Building, Cleveland, Ohio. 

C. (2) Legislation directly and indirectly 
affecting the interests of labor, (3) Locomo
tive Engineers Journal. 

A. J. Olney Brott, 730 15th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. American Bankers Association, 12 East 
36th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the banking 
industry. 

D. (6) $437.50. 
E. (6) $11.85; (7) $96.33; (9) $108.18. 

A. Brown, Lund & Fitzgerald, Washington 
Loan & Trust Building, Washington, 
D. C. 

B. National Association of Electric Cos., 
Ring Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that might affect 
the members of the N. A. E. C. 

D. (6) $5,949.99. 
E. (2) $5,477.49; (5) $262.50; (8) $36.23; 

(9) $5,776.22. 

A. Paul W. Brown, 925 South Homan Avenue, 
Chicago, Ill. · 

B. Sears, Roebuck & Co., 925 South Homan 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Postal legislation. 
D. (6) $267.35. 
E. (7) $154.81; (9) $154.81. 

A. Thad H. Brown, Jr., 1771 N Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Radio and Tel
evision Broadcasters, 1771 N Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any l~gislation, local, State, Federal 
or international, which affects· the broad
casting industry, 

A. John M. Brumm, 2212 M Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Committee for the Nation's Health, 
2212 M Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Interested in all legi~lation regard
ing National Health Insurance, (3) .1 

D. (6) $2,374.98. 
E. (8) $90.23; (9) $90.23. 

A. Henry H. Buckman, 54 Buckman Building, 
Jacksonville, Fla. 

B. Florida Inland Navigation District, Citi
zens Bank Building, Bunnell, Fla. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting river and har
bor works, flood control, and other water use 
and conservation, and related subjects, 

D. (6) $1,350. 
E. (6) $11.83; (8) $20.79; (9) $32.62, 

A. Henry H. Buckman, 54 Buckman Building, 
Jacksonville, Fla. 

B. The Vulcan Detinning Co., Sewaren, 
N.J. 

A. Bureau of Accident ·and Health Under
writers, 60 John Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Any and all matters pertaining to 
the business or policyholders of accident and 
health insurance. 

E. (2) $52.68; (5) $8.72; (8) $3; (9) $64.40, 

A. George J. Burger, 250 West 57th Street, 
New York, N. Y., and 740 Washington 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Burger Tire Consultant Service, 250 
West 57th Street, New York, N. Y., and Na
tional Federation of Independent Business, 
740 ·Washington Building, Washington, D. c. 

1 Not . printed. Filed with Clerk and 
Secretary. 

C. (2) Interested in Rubber Tire bill, bas
ing point legislation, antitrust law legisla• 
tion, quantity discount rule, spare tire mo
nopoly and all legislation affecting independ-. 
en t small business. 

D. (6) $3,219.06. 

A. Donald T. Burke, 1200 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Electric Cos., 
1200 18th Street NW., Washington, D. C, 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $300. 
E. (7) $38.73; (8) $5.70; (9) $44.43. 

A. Thomas H. Burke, 718 Jackson Place NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. United Automobile, Aircraft, and Agri
cultural Implement Workers of America, 
8000 East Jefferson Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 

C. (2) Support all legislation favorable to 
the national peace, security, democracy, pros
perity, and general welfare; oppose legisla
tion detrimental to these objectives. 

D. (6) $1,495. 
E. (7) $962; (9) $962. 

A. Burley and Dark Leaf Tobacco Export As
sociation, Post Office Box 860, Lexington, 
Ky. 

D. (6) $1,415.60. 
E. (2) $3,742.95; (5) $363.21; (6) $144.10; 

(7) $398.07; (8) $1,010.17; (9) $5,658.50. 

A. F. Hugh Burns, 821 Cafritz Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Association, 
821 Cafritz Building, Washington, D. C, 

C. (2) S. 151, S. 171, S. 961, S. 1032, S. 1052, 
H. R. 158, H. R. 462, H. R. 660, H. R. 2182, 
H. R. 2552, H. R. 2589, H. R. 4110, H. R. 4629, 

D. (6) $2,250. 
E. (7) $150; (9) $150. 

A. Robert M. Burr, 270 Park Avenue (Room 
1203-L), New York, N. Y. 

B. National Bureau for Economic Realism, 
Inc., 270 Park Avenue (Room 1203-L), New 
York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation that may be of interest 
to the bureau. 

D. (6) $317.90. 
E. (1) $1,844.33; (4) $4,640.92; (5) $107.92; 

(6) $10; (7) $155.10; (9) $6,758.27. 

A. Orrin A. Burrows, 1200 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. International Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers, 1200 15th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

C. (2) All legislation dealing with electrical 
workers in particular and labor in general, 
such as annual and sick leave, pay legislation, 
repeal of Whitten rider, Federal retirement, 
unemployment insurance, severance pay, and 
other liberal benefits for the workers. 

;o. (6) $2,875.03. 

A. Lawrence V. Byrnes, 10 Independence Ave
nue SW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
B. of L. E. Building, Cleveland, Ohio. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting labor and trans
portation. 

D. (6) $3,313.50. 

A. C. G. Caffrey, 1625 I Street NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

B. American Cotton· Manufacturers Insti
tute, Inc., 203-A Liberty Life Building, Char
lotte, N. C, 

C. (2) •1 

D. (6) $760.20. 
E. (6) $3; (7) $20; (8) $10; (9) $33. 

1 Not printed.. Filed with Clerk and 
Secretary. 

A. James A. Campbell, 900 F Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Federation of Government 
Employees, 900 F Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) All bills of interest to Federal Gov
ernment employees and District of Columbia 
Government employees, 

D. (6) $2,692.27. 
E. (9) $269.22. 

A. John L. Carey, 270 Madison Avenue, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. American Institute of Accountants, 270 
Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting certified public 
accountants. 

D. (6) $2,500. 
E. (6) $20; (7) $50; (9) $70. 

A. James K. Carr, 2101 K Street, Sacramen
to, Calif. 

B. Sacramento Municipal Utility District, 
2101 K Street, Sacramento, Calif. 

C. (2) Matters pertaining to Central Val
ley project (California) which affect the 
interest of the Sacramento Municipal Utility 
District. 

D. (6) $715.77. 
E. (7) $117.86; (8) $283.29; (9) $401.15. 

A. T. C. Carroll, 12050 Woodward Avenue, 
Detroit, Mich. 

C. (2) Legislation of interest to railroad 
employees. 

A. Henderson H. Carson, 600 First National 
Bank Building, Canton, Ohio. 

B. East Ohio Gas Co., l405 East Sixth 
Street, Cleveland, Ohio. 

C. (2) Legislation of interest to natural 
gas industry. 

D. (6) $3,000. 
E. (6) $9.76; (7) $342.35; (8) $84; (9) 

$436:11. 

A. Albert E. Carter, 1026 16th S.treet NW., 
Washington, D. C. . 

B. Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 245 
Mark.et Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting client's inter
ests. 

D. (6) $3,000. 
E. (5) $720; (6) $23.90; (7) $246.70; (8) 

$35.70; (9) $1,024.90. 

A. ciarence B. Carter, P. o. Box 798, New 
Haven, Conn. 

B. Railroad Pension Conference, P.O. Box 
798, New Haven, Conn. 

C. (2) For enactment of SO-year, half-pay 
railroad retirement legislation: . (3) Pension 
News Bulletin. 

E. (7) $38.30; (9) $38.30. 

A. Ralph H. Case, 889 National Press Build
ing, Washington, D. c. 

B. Sioux Tribe.of Indians, Cheyenne River 
Reservation, S. Dak., and Lower Brule Res
ervation, s. · Dak., and Crow Creek Reserva
tion, S. Dak. 

D. (6) $2,000, 

A. Benjamin F. Castle, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Milk Industry Foundation, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D. c. 

A. Larry Cates, 861 National Press Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Clarence N. Sa.yen, 55tb Street and Cic
ero Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Aviation legislation and Railway 
Labor Act. 

D, (6)" $2,503, .. 

A. Francis R. Cawley, 1101 Vermont Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Magazine Publishers Association, Inc., 
232 Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y. 
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C. (2) Legislation which affects the maga

zine publishing industry. 
D. (6) $300. 
E. (7) $111.84; (9) $111.84. 

A. Central Arizona Project Association, 510 
Goad.rich Building, Phoenix, Ariz. 

C. (2) Water and soil legislation affecting 
Arizona. 

D. (6) $15,283. 
E. (1) $141; (2) $5,101.50; (4) $135.88; 

(5) $1,163.16; (6) $110.82; (7) $921.78; (8) 
$248.21; (9) $7,822.35. 

A. Central Labor Union, Metal Trades Coun
cil, AFL, of the Panama Canal Zone, 
P. 0. Box No. 471, Balboa Heights, C. Z. 

C. (2) Legislation before Congress that 
affects the welfare of citizens employed by 
United States Government agencies on the 
Isthmus of Panama and the Canal Zone. 

D . (6) $4,677. 
E. (2) $1,800; (7) $2,750; ·(9) $4,550. 

A. Chamber of Commerce of the U.S. A., 1615 
H Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

A. Justice M. Chambers, 2517 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. M. Golodetz & Co., 120 Wall Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Congressional activity in the devel
opment of the strategic stockpiling program 
of the United States. 

D. (6) $2,500. 

A. Walter Chamblin, Jr., 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Manufacturers. 

A. Christian Amendment Movement, 804 
Penn Avenue, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

C. (2) Promoting a proposed Christian 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. (3) The Christian Patriot. 

D. (6) $5,628.53. 
E. (2) $1,755; (4) $2,226.33; (5) $134:04; 

{6) $23.18; (.7) $290.80; (8) $51.21; (9) 
$4,480.56. 

A. CIO Maritime Committee, 132 Third 
Street SE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) To support legislation in the inter
est of seamen. 

D. (6) $6,756. 
E. (2) $3,677.46; (4) $29; (5) $709.27; (6) 

$238.54; (7) $739.01; (8) $3,800; (9) $9,193.28. 

A. Earl W. Clark, 132 Third Street SE., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Labor-Management Maritime Commit
tee, 132 Third Street SE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the American 
merchant marine. 

D. (6) $486.54. 
E. (7) $26.85; (9) $26.85. 

A. Omer W. Clark, 1701 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Disabled American Veterans, 1423 East 
McMillan Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
. C. (2) Legislation affecting war veterans, 
their dependents and survivors of deceased 
veterans. (3) DAV Semi-Monthly. 

D. (6) $2,769.24. 

A . . ~obert M. Clark, 525. Shoreham Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail
way Co., 80 East Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, 
Ill. . -

C. (2) Pending and prospective legislation 
affecting the interest of the railway company. 

D. (6) $5,025. - . 

A. Clear Channel Broadcasting Service, 532 
Shoreham Building, Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) .1 

E. (7) $37.25; (9~ $37.25. 

A. Clay L. Cochran, 1303 New Hampshire 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. c. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, 1303 New Hampshire Avenue NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting the rural 
electrification program. (3) Rural Electrifi
cation Magazine. 

D. (6) $2,535.21. 

A. Russell Coleman, 616 Investment Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. The National Fertilizer Association, 616 
Investment Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that might affect 
the manufacture or distribution of fertilizer 
or the general agricultural economy. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. Colorado Railroad Legislative Committee, 
615 C. A. Johnson Building, Denver, Colo. 

A. Colorado River Association, 306 West 
Third Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 

C. (2) Legislation jeopardizing California 
water rights on the Colorado River. 

E. (2) $3,000; (4) $470.59; (5) $436.60; (6) 
$438.93; (7) $2,464.30; (9) $6,810.42. 

A. Committee for Broadening Commercial 
Bank Participation in Public Finf!,ncing, 
50 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the interests of 
commercial banks. 

D. (6) $19,100. 
E. (2) $8,800; (7) $121.96; (8) $853.69; (9) 

$9,775.65; (15) 1 • 

A. Committee for Defense of the Constitu
tion by Preserving the Treaty Power, 36 
West 44th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Opposed to any amendment to the 
Constitution which would change the tra
ditional treatymaking power of the Presi-
dent. · 

D. (6) $65. 
E. (2) $7.50; (6) $19.78; (9) $27.28. 

A. Committee on Japanese American Evac
uation Claims, 12427 Milton Street, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 

C. (2) Japanese evacuation claims bills 
and appropriations there~. 

A. Committee on Laws, National Board of 
Fire Underwriters, 85 John Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

c. (2) Legislation affecting stock fire in
surance companies. 

D. (6) $479. 
E. (2) $6,000; (4) $250; (7) $300; (9) 

$6,550. · . 

A. Committee for the Nation's Health, 2212 
M street NW., Washington, D. c. · 

C. (2) Interested in all legislation regard
ing national health insurance. 

D. (6) $5,542.81. 
E. (2) $5,822.38; (4) $1,456.60; (5) $1,• 

444.63; (6) $182.96; (7) $258.72; (8) $40.16; 
(9) $9,205.45. -

A. Committee for Pipeline Companies, 418 
Munsey Bullding, Washington, D,. C. 

C. (2) H. R. 4560. 
E. (2) $6,558.58; (5) $1,481.45; (6) $114.28; 

(7) $819.53; (8) $2,156.17; (9) $11,130.01. 

A. Committee for Study of Revenue .Bond 
Financing, 44 Wall Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $95,243.68. 
E. (2) $8,963.15; (4) $1,867.93; (5) .114.77; 

(6) $169.14; (7) $115.77; (9) .11,230.76; 
(15}~ ' 

A. Communications Workers of America, 1808 
Adams Mill Road NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislative matters affecting the 
interests of the membership of the union. 
(3) CWA News. 

D. (6) $1,199,256.54. 
E. (2) $3,924.90; (6) $0.80; (7) $877.91; 

(8) $35.80; (9) $4,839.41. 

A. Arthur D. Condon, 1000 Vermont Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Amana ·Refrigeration, Inc., Amana, 
Iowa. 

A. Arthur D. Condon, 1000 Vermont Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Independent Advisory Committee to 
the Trucking Industry, Inc. 

A. Arthur D. Condon, 1000 Vermont Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B . Salt Producers Association, 726 La Salle
Wacker Building, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Lawrence R. Condon, 165 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. Estate of Mary Clark DeBrabant and 
Katherine C. Williams, 120 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y. 

A. John C. Cone, 815 15th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Pan American World Airways System, 
815 15th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

A. Conference for Inland Waterways Dry
Bulk Regulation, 402 Commonwealth 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Amendment of section 303 (b) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act. 

D. (6) $17,163.27. 
E. (4) $50.38; (6) $25.90; (7) $926.43; (9) 

$1,002.71. 

A. Conference of Local Airlines, 800 World 
Center Building, Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) •1 

A. Richard J. Congleton, 763 Broad Street, 
Newark, N. J. · 

B. The Prudential Insurance Co. of Amer
ica, 763 Broad Street, Newark, N. J. 

C. (2) General interest· in all legislation 
affecting the business of the company. 

E. (7) $710.78; (9) $710.78. . 

A . . Congress of Industrial Organizations, 718 
Jackson Place NW., Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Support all legislation favorable to 
the national peace, security, democracy. 
prosperity and general welfare; oppose legis
lation detrimental to those objectives. (3) 
Report on Congress. 

D. (6) $37,174.23. 
E. (1) $837.16; (2) $17,522.36; (4) 

$5,302.30; (5) $1,764.14; (6) $959.79; (7) 
$9,413.28; (8) $1,375.20; (9) $37,174.23; (15) ,1 

A. Julian D. Conover, Ring Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. American Mining Congress, Ring Build
ing, ·Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Measures affecting mining, such as 
income taxation, social security, public 
lands, stockpiling, monetary policy, etc. 

D. (6) $2,500. 
E. (6) $49.69; (7) $28.20; (9) $77.89. 

A. J. Milton Cooper, 505 Washington Build-
ing, Washington, D. C. _ 

B. National Coal Association, 15th and H 
Streets NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the coal indus
try. 

1 Not printed. , ~iled with Clerk and Secre- 1 Not printed. Filed with · Clerk and 1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec-
tary. Secretary. retary. 



.7558 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE June 2 
A. J. Milton Cooper, 505 Washington Builc!

ing, Washington, D. C. 
B. Nationwide Trailer Rental System, 512 

South Market Street, Wichita, Kans. 
C. (2) Excise tax on utility trailers. 

A. J. Milton Cooper, 505 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. New York Stock Exchange, 11 Wall 
Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Federal tax legislation affecting the 
interests of the New York Stock Exchange 
and its members. 

A. J. Milton Cooper, 505 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. R. J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., Winston
Salem, ·N. C. 

C. Legislation affecting the tobacco in
dustry. 

A. Wilmer A. Cooper, 104 C Street NE., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legis-
lation, 104 C Street NE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) 1 Washington newsletter. · 
D. (6) $159.72. 
E. (6) $8.53; (7) $146.05; (8) $253; (9) 

$407.58. 

A. Cordage Legislative Committee, 350 Madi
son Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Against legislation authorizing 
lower tariffs. 

D. (6) $150. 
E. (4) $46.25; (6) $41.37; (9) $87.62. 

A. John M. Costello, 3434 Porter Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American League for an Undivided Ire
land, 122 East 42d Street, New York City, 
N. Y. 

C. (2) Any legislation which may help to 
effectuate the unification of all Ireland. 

D. (6) $750. 
E. (6) $2.09; (7) $32,85; (9) $34.94. 

A. Cotton, Brenner & Wrigley, 225 Broadway, 
New York, N. Y. 

B. Martin Aloysius. Madden, 27 West 96th 
Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) For the relief of Martin Al(?yshis 
Madden. 

E. ( 4) $5.15; ( 6) $13.64; (7) $312.27; (.8) 
$1.12; (9) $332:18. 

A. Edward J. Coughlin, 900 F Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Federation of Technical En
gineers, 900 F Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All bills of interest to technical 
engineers, especially those engineers em
ployed by the United States Government, 

D. (6) $195. 
E. (7) $20; (9) $20. 

A. A. M. Crawford, 718 Title and Trust Build
ing, Phoenix, Ariz. 

B. Southern Pacific Co;, 65 Market Street, 
San Francisco, Calif., and Atchison, Topeka. 
& Santa Fe Railway, 121 East Sixth Street, 
Los Angeles, Calif, 

D. (6) $3,000. 

A. Credit Union National Association, Inc., 
1617 Sherman Avenue, Madison, Wis. 

C. (2) . Legislation affecting credit unions, 
D. (6) $51,012. 
E. (2) $533.33; (8) $4.70; (9) $538.03. 

A. Robert A. Crichton, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Life Convention, 230 North 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) All eXisting and prospective legis
lation which may affect the life insurance 
business. 

D. (6) $193.75. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

A. Edward B. Crosland, 195 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y., and 1001 Connecticut Av
enue NW., .Washington, D. C. 

B. American Telephone & Telegraph Co., 
195 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Matters affecting communications. 
D. (6) $3,437.50. 

A. Leo J. Crowley,3 Equitable Building, Den
ver, Colo. 

B. Colorado Railroad Legislative Commit
tee. 

A. John C. Cuneo, P. O. Box 1054, Modesto, 
Calif. 

B. The Townsend Plan, Inc., 6875 Broad
way Avenue, Cleveland, Ohio. 

C. (2) The Townsend bills in Congress, 
H. R. 4471 and H. R. 4472. 

D. (6) $2,464.77. 
E. (5) $712.82; (6) $125.38; (7) $105.80; 

(8) $104.26; (9) $1,048.26. 

A. Ralph E. Curtiss,3 917 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Licensed Beverage Association, 
420 Seventh Street, Racine, Wis. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting the tavern 
and restaurant industry. 

D. (6) $2,150. 
E. (7) $41.26; (9) $41.26. 

A. Dairy Industry Committee, 519 Barr Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting the dairy 
industry. 

D. (6) $4,050. 

A. R. Harvey Dastrup, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D. c. 

B. American Farin Bureau Federation, 2300 
Merchandise Mart, Chicago, Ill. 
· C. (2) Price support, foreign trade, labor · 
management, wage and hour legislation, rural 
electrification, farm product standards, Gov
ernment . organization, farm labor, social se
curity, health programs and facllities. 

D. (6) $256.02. 

A. Joan David, 601 Cafritz Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. National Committee on Parcel Post· Size 
and Weight Limitations, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. · 

C. (2) Parcel post size and weight limita• 
tions. 

D. (6) $975. 
E. (7) $108.21; (9) $108.21. 

A. Joan David, 1625 I Street NW., Wash• 
ington, D. C. 

B. National Council on Business Mail, 1625 
I Street NW., Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) All legislation pertaining to postal 
matters. 

D. (6) $975. 
E. (7) $98.76; (9) $98.76: 

A. Bertram G. Davis, 1608 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. The American Legion, 700 North Penn
sylvania Street, Ind-ianapolls, Ind. 

c. (2) .1 (3) ,1 

D. (6) $1,500. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 North La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

B. Chicago Bridge & Iron Co., 1305 West 
105th Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Provisions of the Internal Rev·enue 
Code of 1954 relating to the tax treatment of 
income derived from foreign sources. 

D. (6) $250. 
E. (6) $32.72; (7) $50.13; (9) t82.85. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec;. 
retary. 

a Filed with the Clerk only. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 North La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

B. Clearing Industrial District, Inc., 38 
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. ( 2) Provisions .of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954 relating to taxation of gains and 
losses upon sale of real property by dealers. 

D. (6) $1,500. 
E. (6) $10.02; (7) $50.12; (9) $60.14. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 North La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

B. The Copley Press, Inc., . 428 , Downer 
Place, Aurora, Ill. 

C. (2) Provisions of 1954 Revenue Code 
relating to corporate distributions and ad
justments, including corporate liquidations, 

D. (6) $350. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 North La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

B. The Singer Manufacturing Co., 149 
Broadway, New York, N. Y. · 

C. (2) Provisions of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954 relating to the tax treatment 
of income derived from foreign sources. 

D. (6) $500. 
E. (6) $10.27; (7) $66.84; (9) $77.11. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 North La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

B. John Stuart, 345 Merchandise Mart, 
Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Provisions of the 1954 Internal 
Revenue Code relating to corporate distribu
tions and adjustments, including corporate 
liquidations. 

D. (6) $2,500. 

A. Sherlock Davis, 1117 Barr Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. United States Cuban Sugar Council, 
910 17th Street NW., Washington, D. c. · 

C. (2) Anything which pertains to sugar 
or trade with Cuba. · (3) .1 ' 

A. Waters S. Davis, Jr., League City, Tex. 
B. National Association of Soil Conserva-

tion Districts, League City, Tex. · 
C. (2) My legislative interest as employee 

of the above-named employer will be ex
clusively those of my employer as stated in 
1 ts preliminary report. 

A. Tony Dechant. 
B. Farmers Educational & Cooperative 

Union of America (National Farmers Union), 
1404 New York Avenue NW., Washington, 
D. C., and 1575 Sherman Street, Denver, Colo. 

C. (2) •1 

D. (6) $750. 
E . (7) $262.75; (9) $262.75. 

A. R. T. DeVany, 918 16th Street NW., Wash-
ington, D. C. _ 

B. National Association of Manufacturers. 

A. Cecil B. DicJ(son,, 1600 I Street NW., 
Washington, .D. C. 

B. Motion Picture Association of America; 
l;nc., 1600 I Street NW., Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) H. R. 4587 and legislation affecting 
the motion-picture industry. 

D. (6) $3,900. 
E. (7) $1,300; (9) $1,300. 

A. Timothy V. A. Dillon, 1001 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Sacramento-Yolo Port District, 312 
Court House, Sacramento, Calif. 

C. (2) Legislation in aid of the Sacra
mento River Deep Water Qhannel project. 

D. (6) $2,514.79. 
E. (7) $31.04; (8) $83.75; (9) $114.79. 

A. Disabled American Veterans, 1423 East 
McMillan Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

c. (2).1 

E. (2) $4,846.20; ('1) $219.44; (9) $5,065.64. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre-
tary. 
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A. Disabled Officers Association, 1604 K 

Street NW., Washington, D. C. 
C. (2) All legislation affecting disabled 

veterans and their dependents, a.nd sur
vivors of deceased veterans. 

E. (2) $2,750; (9) $2,750. 

A. Walter L. Disbrow, 900 F Street NW .• 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Retirement Federation of Civil · Serv
ice Employees of the United States Govern
ment, 900 F Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Retention and improvement of the 
Civil Service Retirement and United States 
Employees' Compensation Act. 

D. (6) $1,328.90. 
E. (7) $71.80; (9) $71.80. 

A. Wesley E. Disney, 501 World Center Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Thomas J. Green ~nd Edward Simone, 
70 Pine Street, New York, N. Y • . 

C. (2) In favor of proposed repea.l of tax 
on preferred stock of banks which have made 
loans or issued preferred stock to Recon
struction Finance Coporation. 

E. (6) $1.30; (7) $1; (9) $2.30. 

A. Wesley E. Disney, 501 World Center Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Independent Natural Gas Association 
of America; World Center Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) General legislative lnterests in
clude any matters a.tfecting the natural gas 
industry. 

D. (6) $2,499.99. 

A. Wesley E. Disney, World Center Building, 
Washington, D. C . . 

B. National Building Granite Quarries As
sociation, 1028 Connecticut Avenue, Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) Specific legislation is for percent
age depletion relating to granite and other 
minerals. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Wesley E. Disney, World Center Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Ozark.:Mahoning Co., Tulsa., Okla. 
C. (2) Legislation involving percentage 

depletion on thenardite. 

A. District of Columbia Petroleum Industries 
Committee, 1625 K Street NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the petroleum 
industry In the District of Columbia. 

D. (6) $396.01. 
E. (2) $300; (7) $96.01; (9) $396.01. 

A. District Lodge No. 44, International As
sociation : of Machinists, 1029 Vermont 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting working con
ditions of Government employees and in
cidentally organized labor in general. 

D. (6) $14,841.93. 
E. (2) $6,412.16; (4) $369; (5) $1,724.32; 

(6) $346.58; (7) $2.264.28i (8) $2,819.86i (9) 
$13,936.20. 

A. Doerner, Rinehart, Stuart & Clammer,1 
1001 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

B. Indians of california. 
C. (2) Seeking compensation for land 

taken. 

A. William C. Doherty,- 100 Indiana Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Letter ·carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation pertaining to postal 
-and -Federal employees. · 

D. (6) $1,500; ' 

2 Filed with the Secretary only. · 

A. James L. Donnelly, 39 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Illinois Manufacturers• Association, 39 
South La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) All legislation of general interest to 
manufacturers. (3) Industrial Review and 
miscellaneous bulletins. 

E. (7) $319.55; (9) $319.55. 

A. Robert F. Donoghue, 236 Wyatt Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Pacific American Tankship Association, 
25 California Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

C. · (2) Legislation affecting the merchant 
marine. 

D. (6) $1,626. 

A. Thomas J. Donovan, 155 East 44th Street, 
New York, N. Y. 

. C. (2) Legislation affecting excise tax on 
alcoholic beverages. 

A. J. Dewey Dorsett, 60 John Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

.B. Association of Casualty and Surety 
Companies, 60 John Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting casualty and 
surety companies. 

D. (6) $112.50. 

A. C. L. Dorson, 900 F Street NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

B. Retirement Federation of Civil Service 
Employees of the United States Government, 
900 F Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Retention and improvement of the 
Civil Service Retirement and United Statea 
Employees' Compensation Acts. 

D. (6) $1.271.94. 
E. (7) $44.25; "(-9) $44.25. 

A. John · E. DougheJ1;y, 1223 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. The Pennsylvania Railroad Co., · 1740 
Suburban Station Building, Philadelphia, Pa. 

A. James W. · Douthat, Q18 · 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Manufacturers. 

A. M. J. Dowd, El Centro, Calif. 
B. Imperial Irrigation District, El Centro, 

Calif. . 
C. (2) National water policy. 
D. (6) $1,095. 
E. (7) $409.37; (9) $409.37. 

A. Adin M. Downer, 610 Wire Building, 1000 
Vermont Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States. · 

C. (2) Legislation affecting all veterans 
and their dependents in relation to .employ
ment, hospitalization, rehabilitation, p~n
sions, disability compensation, and housing; 
welfare of servicemen of the Armed Forces 
and their dependents; matters relating to 
the national security; immigration and natu
ralization; the combating of subversive ac
tivities; and the furtherance of a sound 
foreign policy; other matters included in 
the resolutions adopted by the national en
campment and the national council of ad
ministration. (3) VFW magazine (Foreign 
Service) and VFW Legislative Newsletter. 

D. (6) $1,750. 
E. (7) $95.02; (9) $95.02. 

A. W. A. Dozier, Jr., 17 Molton Street, Mont
gomery, Ala. 

B. Medical Association· of the State of Ala
bama, State Office Building, Montgomery. 
Ala. . 

C. (2) All health matters covered by legis
lative action. · (3) P R Notes. 

D. (6) $1,800. 
E. (4) $225; (9) $225. 

A. Robert A. Drum, Omaha, Nebr. 
C. (2) Legislation affecting excise tax on 

beer, 
D. (6) $13,000. 
E. (2) $450; (4) $400; (5) $525; (7) $3,275; 

(-~) $650; (~) $5,200. 

A. Ben DuBois, Sauk Centre, Minn. 
B. Independent Bankers Association, Sauk 

Centre, Minn. 
C. (2) Banking legislation. 
D. (6) $2,869.50. 

A. Stephen M. DuBrul, 5-141 General Motors 
Building, Detroit, Mich. 

B. General Motors Corp., 3044 West Grand 
Boulevard, Detroit, Mich. 

A. J. R. Dunkerley, 12 East 36th Street, New 
York, N. Y. -

B. American Bankers Association, 12 East 
36th Street, New York, N. Y. 

c. (2) Legislation affecting savings and 
mortgage business. 

D. (6) $437.50. 
E. (6) $35; (7) $170; (9) $205. 

A. Read Dunn, Jr., 1832 M Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. National Cotton Council of America. 
Post Office Box 18,· Memphis, Tenn. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the raw-cotton 
industry as will promote the purposes for 
which the council is organized. 

D. :6) $435. 
E. (7) $10.48; (9) $10.48, 

A. William M. Dunn, 1808 Adams Mill Road 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Communications Workers of America 
(CIO), 1808 Adams Mill Road NW., Wash-
ington,· D. C. · 

C. (2) Legislative matters affectinc the in
terests o! the membership 'of this i..nion. 

A. Henry I. Dworshak, 1102 Ring Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Mining Congress, Ring Build-
ing, Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Measures affecting mining. 
D. (6) $900. 
E. (7) $37.75; (9) $37.75. 

A. Joseph L. Dwyer, 1625 K Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. American Petroleum Institute, 50 West 
50th -Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the petroleum 
industry. 

D. (6) $3,276. 
E. (7) $566.77; (9) $566.77. 

A. Eastern Meat Packers Association, Hotel 
Statler, New York, N. Y., and 740 11th 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. . 

· C. (2) Matters affecting meatpackers. 
D. (6) $4.52. 
E. (2) $25.35; (4) $0.58; (5) $0.20; (6) 

$0.40; (7) $4.80; (9) $31.33. 

A. Herman F.delsberg, 1003 · K ·street NW .• 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith. 
212 Fifth Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Supports legislation which promotes 
the civil rights of all Americans, and op
poses undemocratic discrimination against 
any American. 

D. (6) $140. 
E. (7) $15; (9) $15. 

A. Bernard H . Ehrlich, 1367 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association and Council of 
Business Schools, 418 Homer Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) Bills relating to the education and 
training of veterans and all other legisla
tion affecting proprietary schools, 
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D. (6) $1,200. 
E. (6) $33.24; (8) $51; (9) $84.24. 

A. Oscar Elder, 1771 N Street NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

B. National Association of Radio and Tele
vision Broadcasters, 1771 N Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation which affects the 
broadcasting industry. 

A. John Doyle Elliott, 1420 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. The Townsend Plan, Inc., 61375 Broadway 
Avenue, Cleveland., Ohio. 

C. (2) Seek enactment of H. R. 4471. 
D. (6) $910. 

A. Clyde T. Ellis, 1303 New Hampshire 
Avenue, NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Rural Electric COoperative As
sociation, 1303 New Hampshire Avenue NW., 
Washington; D. C. 

c. (2) All legislation affecting the rural 
electrification program. (3) Rural Electrifi
cation Magazine. 
. D. (6) $5,024.91. 

A. Otis H. Ellls, 1001 Connecticut Avenue, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Oil Jobbers Council, 1001 Con
necticut· Avenue, Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Legislation which might affect the 
business Interests of independent oU jobbers 
and marketers. 

D. (6) $6,000. 

A. Newell W. Ellison, 701 Union Trust Build
ing, Washington, D. C.· 

B. Theodore Roosevelt Association, 28 East 
20th street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) General interest ls to. protect the 
rights of the Theodore Roosevelt Association. 

A. John ·H. Else,. 302 Ring Building, Washing
ton, D. C. 

B. National Retail . Lumber Dealers As
r;ociation, 302 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

C. (2) Housing and labor legislation and 
other measures affecting retail lumber in
dustry. 

D. ( 6) $3,050. 
E. (7) $223; (9) $223. 

A. Ely, McCarty & Duncan, 1200 Tower Build
ing, Washington. D. C. 

B. American Public Power Association, 
. 1757 K Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting public power 
projects generally. 

A. Ely, McCarty & Duncan, 1200 Tower Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Department of Water and Power of the 
City of Los Angeles, 207 South Broadway, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the water and 
power rights of the city and legislation a!
fecting public power. 

D. (6) $1,500. 

A. Ely, McCarty & Duncan, 1200 Tower Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. East ·Bay Municipal Utllity District, 512 
16th Street, Oakland, Calif. 

C. (2) Public works appropriations b111, 
fiscal year 1956; S. 1515 and H. R. 4359, to 
authorize conveyance of certain property to 
city of Richmond, which are favored; and 
legislation generally of interest to water 
utilities. 

D. (6) $2,100. 
E. (6) .10.01; (7) tl0.25; (8) t14.35; (9) 

$35.11. 

· A. Ely, McCarty & Duncan, 1200 Tower Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Imperial Irrigation District, El Centro, 
Calif. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the district's 
rights in the Colorado River system, and leg
islation generally affecting reclamation and 
power. 

D. (6) .2,100. 
E. (6) $19.75; (8) .20.52; (9) $40.27. 

A. Ely, McCarty & Duncan, 1200 Tower Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Six agency committees and Colorado 
River Board of California, 909 South Broad
way, Los Angeles, Calif. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting California's in
terests in the Colorado River System and 
miscellaneous legislation relating to recla
mation and water resources policy. 

D. (6) $11,296.25. 
E. (6) $40.92; (7) $15.84; (8) $32.77; (9) 

$89.53. 

A. Ely, McCarty & Duncan, 1200 Tower Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Water Project Authority of the State 
of California, Sacramento, Calif. · 

C. (2) Public-works appropriations blll 
and legislation affecting Central Valley proj
ect and Federal reclamation and power poli
cies generally. 

D. (6) $2,250. 

A. Ely, McCarty & Dunean, 1200 Tower Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Water Resources Board of the State of 
California, Sacramento, Call!. 

C. (2) General appropriations for tlood
control wor,ks and legislation affecting tlood
control projects generally. 

A. Robert B. Ely 3d, 1600 Arch Street, Phila
delphia, Pa. 

B. Insurance Oompany of North America, 
1600 Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

C. (2) Petitioner is interested in having 
the present Congress pass an act providing 
for a full Judicial review of certain claims 
arising from French spoliations occurring . 
prior to 1800. 

--
A. John W. Emeigh, 1040 Warner Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
. B. National Rural Letter Carriers' Associa
tion, 1040 Warner . Building, Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation under consideration 
in the Congress which wm affect postal 
employees. 
. D. (6) $476.88. 

E. (7) $12; (9) $12. 

A. Emergency Conservation Committee,. 767 
Lexington Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) ·support measures beneficial to con
servation and oppose measures detrimental 
to conservation; opposed to construction of 
Echo Park Dam. 
. D. (6) $22.25. 

E. (2) $22.50; (3) $100; (5) $158.70; (6) 
$21.92; (9) $303.12. . 

.A. K. Blyth Emmons, 925 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Small Business Men's Assocla-· 
tion, Inc., 2834 Central Street, Evanston, IU. 

C. (2) All legislation pertaining to small 
.business. (3) Pulling Together. 

D. (6) $2,475. 
E. (7) $301.35; (9) .301.35. 

A. Engineers and Scientists of America, 
Munsey Buildin·g, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation .affecting the inter
ests of professional engineers and other 
members of affiliated units. · 

A. Myles W. English, 966 National Press 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. National Highway Users Conference, 
Inc., 966 National Press Building, Washing-
ton, D. C. · 

· C. (2) Legi'slation dealing with Federal 
grants-in-aid to States for highwars, or re
peal, modification, or extension of Federal 
excise taxes on motor vehicles, gasoline, oil, 
tires, or auto parts. 

A. Charles J. Fain, 1303 New Hampshire 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. · 

B. National Rural Electric COoperative 
Association, 1303 New Hampshire Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting the rurai 
electrification ~· rogram. (3) Rural Electri
fication magazine. 

D. (6) $2,6~0.72. 

A. Farmers Educational and Cooperative 
Union of America (National Farmers 
Union), 1575 Sherman Street, Denver, 
Colo., and .1404 New York Avenue NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All Federal legislation, bills, reso
lutions, appropriations, and other proceed
ings affecting American agriculture and 
farmers. 

D. (6) $66,'732.68. 
E. (2) $13,438.72; (3) $169; (4) $319.70; 

(5) $2,614.12; (6) $968.75; (7) $1,669.19; (8) 
$149.14; (9) $19,328.62. 

A. Mrs. Albert E. Farwell, Box 204-A, Route 
2, Vienna, Va. 

B. National Congress - of Parents and 
Teachers, 700 North Rush Street, Chicago, 
Ill. ' 

C. (2) .1 (3) National Parent-Teacher. 

A. Harold E. Fellows, 1771 N Street NW:, 
Washington; D. C. 

- B. National Association of Radio and Tele
:vision Broadcasters, 1771 N Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. · 
. C. (2) -Any leglslatfon-loca.l, State, Fed- · 
eral, or international-which affects the 
broadcasting industry. 

A. John A. Ferguson, 918 16th Street NW., 
. W.ashington, D. c. 

B. Independent Natural Gas Association 
of America, 918 16th Street NW., Washing-
ton, D. C. ' 

C. (2) Any legislation pertainirig to 
natural gas. 

D. (6) $8,750. 

A . .Josiah Ferris, 510 Union Trust · Building, 
Washington, D. C . 

B. l]nited .States Sugar Corp., Clew
iston, Fla.; Fellsmere Sugar Producers Asso
ciation. Fellsmere, .Fla.; American Sugar 
Cane League, New Orleans, La. · 

A. .Terry K. Fields, 5124 45th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

- B. Nationa-1 Institute of Social Welf&-e, 
1031 South Grand Avenue, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 

C. (2) Improvement of the Social Security 
:Act. 

D. (6) $700. 
E. (5) $35.30; (7) $312.18; (9) f347.48. 

A. Adrian S. Fisher, 701 Union Trust Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Theodore Roosevelt Association, 28 East 
20th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) General interest is to protect the 
rights of the Theodore Roosevelt Association 
under the act of May 21, 1932. 

A. Bernard M. Fitzgerald, Washing:ton' Loan 
and -Trust Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Brown, Lund & Fitzgerald, Washington 
Loan and Trust Bulldlng, Washington, D. c., 
for National Association of Electric Compa
nies, ·1200 18th Street NW., Washington, D. c. 

1 Not printed. Filed wlth Clerk and Sec
retary. 
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C. (2) Any legislation that might affect 

the members of the N. A. E. C. 
D. (6) $472.50. 

A. Stephen Fitzgerald & Co., 675 Madison 
A venue, New York, N. Y. 

B. Bulova Watch Co., Bulova Park, Flush-
ing, N. Y. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $3,385.93. 
E. (1) $166.49; (4) $1,518.51; (6) $17.82; 

(7) $113.58; (8) $169.58; (9) $1,985.98. 

A. Stephen Fitzgerald & Co., 575 Madison 
Avenue, New York, N. Y. · 

B. Oreole Petroleum Corp., 350 Fifth Ave
nue, New York, N. Y. 

c. (2).1 

A. Stephen Fitzgerald & Co., 575 Madison 
Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

B. National Association of Electric Com
panies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. ( 6) $3,000. 
E. (4) $904.08; (6) $61.63; (7) . $234.53; (8) 

$38.13; (9) $1,238.37. 

A. Berchmans T. Fitzpatrick, 1101 Vermo.nt 
Avenue· NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Wood, King, & Dawson, 48 Wall Street, 
New York, N. Y. 

c. (2) Legislation affecting the interests of 
commercial banks, 

D. (6) $10,500. 
E. (6) $15; (7) $200; (9) $215. 

A. F. Stuart Fitzpatrick, 1615 H Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States of America, 1615 H Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C, 

A. Roger Fleming, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, .D. C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Feqeration, 2300 
Merchandise Mart, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $1,500. 
E. (7) $22.85; (9) $22.85. 

A. Donald G. Fletcher, 745 McKnight Build
ing, Minneapolis, Minn. 

B. Rust Prevention Association, 745 Mc..
Knight Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting funds for re
search on plant disease. control and crop im
provement. 

D. ( 6) $2,250. 
E. (2) $1,000; (4) $224.85; (5) $263.75; (6) 

$86.55; (7) $500; (9) $2,075.15. 

A. John F. Floberg, 800 World Center Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Conference of Local Airlines, 800 World 
Center Building, Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) .1 

A. Florida Citrus Mutual (legislative fund), 
Cochrane Building, Lakeland, Fla. 

C. (2) For legislation granting tax relief 
for sale of fruit on trees. 

E. (2) $2,499.99; (5) $40; (6) $1.11; (8) 
$1.08; (9) $2,542.18. 

A. Florida Inland Navigation District, Citi• 
zens Bank Building, Bunnell, Fla. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting river and har
bor works, flood control, and other water use 
and conservation. 

E. (2) $1,350; (8) $32.62.; (9) $1,382.62; 
( 15) .1 

A. Florida Railroad Association, 4040 Midy. 
ette-Moor Building, Tallahassee, Fla. 

D. (6) $6,500. · 1 

. E. (2) $1,875; (7) $111.63; (9) .1,986.63. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

A. John J. Flynn, 73415th Street NW., Wash-
ington, D . . C. . . . 

B. Interna.tional Union of Electrical, Radio 
and Machine Workers, 734 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any and all legislation affecting the 
welfare and security of working men and 
women and their families. 

D. (6) $1,425. 
E. (7) $95; (9) $95. 

A. Mrs. J. A. Ford, 1420 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Townsend Plan, Inc., 6875 Broadway, 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

C. (2) H. R. 4471 and H. R. 4472. (3) The 
Townsend National Weekly. 

A. Forest Farmers Association Cooperative, 
Post Office Box 7284, Station C, Atlanta, 
Ga. 

C. (2) 1956 Department of InteriDr and 
related agencies appropriation bill. (3) The 
Forest Farmer. 

E. (6) $2; (7) $86.62; (9) $88.62. 

A. J. Carter Fort, 929 Transportation Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $1,672.92. 
E. (7) $6.60; (9) $6.60. 

A. Charles E. Foster, 1701 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D; C. 

B. Disabled American Veterans, 1423 East 
McMillan Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting ·war veterans, 
their dependents, and survivors of deceased 
veterans. (3) DAV Semi-Monthly. 

D. (6) $2,076.96. 

A. Ronald J. Foulis, 195 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y., and 1001 Conecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Telephone and Telegraph Co., 
195 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Matters affecting communications. 
D. ( 6) $4,500. 

A. Fowler, Leva, Hawes & Symington, 1701 
K Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Waterways Council Opposed to Regula
tion Extensionf 21 West Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

C. (2) S. 951 and legislation related to 
extension of regulation - to bulk carriers on 
inland waterways. 

D. (6) $3,500. 
E. (4) $27.90; (6) $11;83; (7) $16.06; (9) 

$55.79. 

A. George H. Frates, 1163 National Press 
Building, Washington, D. c. 

B. National Association of Retail Drug-
gists. . 

C. (2) To oppose legislation detrimental 
to independent retail druggists and to fur
ther legislation favorable to the profession. 
(3) N. A. R. D. Journal. 

D. (6) $3,000. 
E. (2) $675; (5) $399; (6) $40; (9) $1,114. 

A. Walter Freedman, 829 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Pat<:hogue-Plymouth Mills Corp., 295 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting rug and 
carpet-backing industry: 

E. (6) $44.16; (8) $5.50; (9) $49.66. 

A. Friends Committee on National Legisla
tion, 104 C Street NE., Washington, D. c. 

C. (2).1 

D. (6) $32,593.69. 

1 N9t printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

E. (2) $10,755; (3) $445.20; (4) $5,657.61; 
(5) $4,130.02; (6) $78_5.67; (7) $2,577.16; (8) 
$1,481.11; (9) $25,811.77; ( 15) .1 

A. George M. Fuller, 1319 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Lumber Manufacturers Asso
ciation, 1319 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

D. (6) $3,479.15. 
E. (7) $228.15; (9) $228.15. 

A. Wallace H. Fulton, 1625 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Securities Deal
ers, Inc. 

C. (2) Legislation relating to investment 
banking or securities business. 

D. (6) $625. 

A. John F. Gale, 616 Investment Building, 
Washington, D. c. 

B. The National Fertilizer Association, Inc., 
616 Investment Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that might affect the 
manufacture or distribution of fertilizer or 
the general agricultural economy. (3) Na
tional Fertilizer Review. 

D. (6) $30. 

A. Lawrence H. Gall, 918 16th Street NW., 
Suite No. 501, Washington, D. C. 

B. Independent Natural Gas Association of 
America, 918 16th Street ·Nw., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation pertaining to nat
ural gas. 

D. ( 6) $1,450. 

A. M. J. Galvin, 207 Union Depot Building, 
St. Paul, Minn. 

B. Minnesota railroads.1 

C. (2) Legislation affecting railroads.1 

D. (6) $500. 

A. Earl H. Gammons, 1735 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Columbia Broadcasting System, Inc., 
485 Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation applicable to or affect
ing the radio and/or television industry. 
_ E. (7) $67.20; (9) $67.20. 

A. Gwynn Garnett, 425 13th Street NW .• 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Farm Bureau · Federation, 
2300 Merchandise Mart, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Foreign trade, aid, and investment; 
price support and related legislation. 

D. (6) $1,354.17. 
E. (7) $33.15; (9) $33.15. 

A. Marion R. Garstang, 1731 I Street NW .• 
Washington, D. C. . 

B. National Milk Producers Federation, 
1731 I Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that may affect milk 
producers or the cooperatives through which 
they act together to process and market their 
milk. (3) News for Dairy Co-ops, and The 
Alert. 

D. (6) $29.95. 
E. (9) $4.95. 

A. Gas Appliance Manufacturers Association, 
Inc., 60 East 42d Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) In general, legislation which con
cerns or affects members of the Gas Appli• 
ance Manufacturers Association. 

D. (6) $5,274.84. 
E. (2) $1,500; (4) $27.75; (6) $12.07; (7) 

$32.11; (8) $15.25; (9) $1,587.18; (15) .1 

A. Gus F. Geissler, 1575 Sherman Street, 
Denver, Colo. 

B. Farmers Educational and Cooperative 
Union of America (National Farmers Union). 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec .. 
retary. 
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1404 New York Avenue NW., · Washington. 
D. C., and 1575 Sherman Street, Denver, Colo. 

D. (6) $1,002. 
E. (7) $115; (9) $115. 

A. General Gas Committee, 1612 Continental 
Life Building, Fort Worth,· Tex. 

C. (2) For amending Natural Gas Act. -
D. (6) $49,320. 
E. (2) $8,215.73; (4) $7,141.55; (5) $8,-

345.72; (6) $1,434.41; (7) $1,351.01; (8) 
$777.05; (9) $27,265.47; (15) .1 · 

A. Leo E. George, 711 14th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. National Federation of Post Office 
Clerks. 711 14th Street NW.. Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation pertaining to the 
postal service and the welfare of postal and 
Federal employees. (3) Union Postal Clerk. 

D. (6) $3,000. 

A, J. M. George, 165 Center Street, Winona, 
Minn. 

B. The Inter-State Manufacturers Asso
ciation, 163-165 Center Street; Winona, Minn; 

c. (2) •1 

D. (6) $1,500. 

A. J. M. George, H. K. Brehmer, and C. S. 
McMahon, 165 Center Street, Winona, 
Minn. 

B. National Association of Direct Selllng 
Companies, 163-165 Center Street, Winona, 
Minn. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $3,000. 

A. Gerhard A. Gesell, 701 Union Trust Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Transamerica Corp., 4 Columbus Ave-
nue, San Francisco, Calif. 

C. (2) Banking legislation. 
D. (6) $750. 
E. (4) $380.07; (6) $116.21; (7) $29.65; 

(8) $664.19; (9) $1,190.12; (15).1 

A. Ernest Giddings, 1201 16th Street NW .. 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Legislation and Federal Relations Divi
sion of the National F.ducation Association 
of the United States, 1201 16th Street NW, 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Bills .pending before the Congress 
relating to public education. 

D. (6) $1,404.75. 
E. (7) $128.37; (9) $128.37. 

A. William F. Giesen, 80 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York, 80 Broad Street, New York, N. Y. 

D. (6) $4,250. 
E. (9) $99.42. 

A. Leif Gilstad, 1001 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Transportation Association of America, 
1001 Connecticut Avenue NW. Washington, 
D. C., and 130 North Wells Street, Chicago, 
Ill. . 

A. Hugh V. Gittinger, Jr., 312 Wire Building, 
· 1000 Vermont Avenue NW., Washington, 

D. C. 
B. Washington Real Estate Board, Inc., 312 

Wire Building, 1000 Vermont Avenue NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All local measures affecting the 
District of Columbia are of Interest. 

A. George Goldstein, 930 P Street NW .• Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. United Electrical. ·Radio, and Machine 
Workers of America, 11 East 51st Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

· c. (2) Support all legislation favorable to·. 
national peace, security, democracy, pros
perity and the general welfare. 

D. (6) $1,170. 
E. (7) $260; (9) $260. . 

A. Nathaniel H. Goodrich, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Jewish Committee, 386 Fourth 
Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

D. (6) $162 .49. 
E. (7) $60.50; (9) $60.50. 

A. Dr. H. T. Gordon, Post Office Box 2212, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. The Townsend Plan, Inc., 6875 Broad
way Avenue, Cleveland, Ohio. 

C. (2) H. R. 4471 and H. R. 4472. 

A. Lawrence L. Gourley, 1757 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Osteopathic Association, 212 
East Ohio Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $375. 

A. Government Employees' Council, Ameri
can Federation of Labor, 100 Indiana 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

. C. (2) All legislation that affects Govern
ment employees. 

D. (6) $5,650.98. 
E. (2) $3,580.28; . (4) $299.07; (5) $711.60; 

(6) $204.77; (8) $492.84; (9) $5,288.56; (15) .1 

A. Grain and Feed Dealers National Asso
ciation, 100 Merchants Exchange Build-
ing, St. Louis, Mo. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the grain and 
feed trade. 

E. (2) $217.70; (4) $2.78; (6) $3.02; (8) $4; 
(9) $227.50. 

A. Grand Lodge of the Brotherhood of Loco. 
motive Firemen and Enginemen, 318-418 
Keith Building, Cleveland, Ohio. 

C. (2) To promote general interests of 
locomotive firemen and enginemen. 

D. (6) $1,545. 
E. (2) $4,140.24; (5) $879.96; (6) $222.11; 

(7) $1,914.14; (8) $21.20; (9) $7,177.65; (15) .1 

A. Charles A. Grant, 1450 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. Silk and Rayon Printers & Dyers As
sociation of America, Inc., 1450 Broadway, 
New York, N. Y. 

A. Mrs. Edward R. Gray, 3501 Williamsburg 
Lane NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Congress of .Parents and 
Teachers, 700 North Rush Street, Chicago, 
Ill. 

C. (2).1 (3) National Parent-Teacher. 

A. Ernest W. Greene, 723 Investment Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Hawaiian Sugar Planters' Association. 
Post Office Box 2450, Honolulu. T. H. 

C. (2) Legislation to amend and extend 
the Sugar Act of 1948, as amended, and for 
other purposes. 

A. Francis T. Greene, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Merchant Marine Institute, 
Inc., 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D. c .. 
and 11 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) General legislative interest. ln sup
port of legislation favorable to maintenance 
of the American merchant marine. 

D. (6) $2,500. 
E. (7) $287.84; (9) $287.84. 

A. Jerry N. Griffin, 731 Washington Build
ing Washington, D. C. 

B. National Coal Association, Southern 
Building, Washington, D. c. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

- C. {-2) Legislation which affects the coal 
industry. 

D. (6) $1,425. 

A. Warren Griffiths, 104 C Street NE., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legis
lation, 104 C Street NE., Washington, D. c. 
. c.1 
D. (6) $1,050. 
E. (6) $0.30; (.7) $46.93; (9) $47.23. 

A. Weston B. Grimes, 436 Bowen Building, 
Washington, D. C. · 

B. Cargill, Inc.. 200 Grain Exchange, Min
neapolis, Minn. 

C. (2) Agriculture, the processing, trans-. 
portation, import and export of the prod
ucts thereof. 

D. (6) $6,000: 
E. (7) $165.97; (9). $165.97. 

A. Carroll A. Gunderson, 730 15th Street · 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Bankers Association. 12 East 
36th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the banking 
industry. 

D. (6) $466. 
E. (4) $10; (6) $23; (7) $10; (8) $15; (9) 

$58. 

A. John H. Gunn, Boatmen's Bank Building, 
St. Louis, Mo. 

B. Transportation Association of America, 
130 North Wells Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Frank E. Haas, 280 Union Statio:·. Build-. 
ing, Chicago, Ill. 

B. The Association of Western Railways, 
474 Union Station Building, Chicago, Ill. 

· C. (2) Legislative proposals which may or 
do affect western railroads. 

A. Hoyt S. Haddock, 132 Third Street SE., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. CIO Maritime Committee. 132 Third 
Street SE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Support legislation in the interest 
of seamen; oppose ·1eglslation detrimental to 
them. 

D. (6) $312. 
E. (7) $60.62; (9) $60.62. 

A. Hoyt S. Haddock, 132 Thir.d Street SE.; 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Labor-Management Maritime Commit
tee, 132 Third Street SE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the maritime 
industry. 

D. (6) $825; 
E. (7) $456.22; (9) $456.22. 

A. Hugh F. Hall, 4:25 13th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 2300 
Merchandise Mart, Chic.ago, DI. 

C. (2) Proposed legislation on the -follow
ing matters has been supported or opposed: 
Price support, production and related legis
lation, agricultural research and education, 
agricultural services. pest control, farm 
credit, rural electrification. taxation, appro., 
priations, social sec_urity. 

D. (6) $1,016.63. 
E. (7) $22.34; .(9) $22.34. 

A.. Radford Hall, 80.1 East 17th Avenue, Den
ver, Colo. 

B. American National Cattlemen's Asso
ciation, 801 East 17th Avenue, Denver, Colo. 

n. (6) $2,697_.so_. -

A. E. C. Hallbeck, 711 14th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. National . Federation of Post Office 
Clerks, 711 14th Street NW., Washlngtoil, D. C. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 
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C. (2) All legislation pertaining to the 

postal service and the welfare of postal and 
Federal employees. (3) Federal News Service 
Bulletin. 

D. (6) $3,354.12. 
E. (7) $561.31; (9) $561.31. 

A. Joseph J. Hammer, 26 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. Socony-Vacuum Oil Co., Inc., 26 Broad
way, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation of interest to the pe
troleum industry. 

D. (6) $1,807.66. 
E. (6) $3-0.40; (7) $652.26; (9) $682.66. 

A. Harold F. Hammond, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. ·C. 

'.B. Transportation Association of America, 
130 North Wells Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Murray Hanson, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

::3. Investment Bankers Association of 
America, 425 13th Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

c. (2) Tax and other legislation affecting 
the securities business. 

D. (6) $600. 
E. (2). $97.50; (5) $150; (6) $42.94; (7) 

$98.72; (9) $389.16. 

A. Eugene J. Hardy~ 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National. Association of Manufacturers. 

A. Ralph W. Hardy, 1771 N Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Radio and Tele
vision Broadcasters, 1771 N Street . NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) General legislative interests: Those 
relating directly or indirectly to the radio 
and television broadcasting Industry. 

A. Winder R. Harris, 441 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D .. C. 

B. Shipbuilders Council o! America, 21 
West Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Maritime matters. 

A. T. Wade Harrison, 812 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. United States Savings and Loan League, 
221 North La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,650. 
E. (7) $3; (9) $3. 

A. Merwin K. Hart, 7501 Empire State Build
ing, New York, N. Y. 

B. National Economic Council, Inc., Em
pire State Building, New York, N. Y. 

D. (6) $500. 
E. (7) $82.46; (9) $82.46. 

A. Stephen H. Hart, 520 Equitable Building, 
Denver, Colo. 

B. National Live Stock Tax Committee, 515 
Cooper Building, Denver, Colo. 

C. (2) Inter~sted in general livestock tax 
matters. 

D. (6) $1,942.9'6. 

A. Bernard C. Harter, 5402 Albemarle Street, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Dr. A. B. Baker, University Hospital, 
University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minn. 

C. (2) Seek increased appropriations for 
research in neurology. 

D. (6) $1,250. 

A. Robert N. Hawes, 1145 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Hardwood Plywood Institute, 600 South 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting business. 
D. (6) $600. 
E. (4) $50; (7) $24; (9) $74. 

A. Robert N. Hawes and John A. Gosnell, 1145 
19th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. United States Plywood Corp., 55 West 
44th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Patents. 
D. (6) $150. 
E. (7) $15; (9) $15. 

A. Robert N. Hawes, 1145 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Woven Wood Fabric Industry-Colum
bia Mills, Inc.; Consolidated General Prod
ucts, Inc.; Hough Shade Corp.; Warren Shade 
Co.; Williams Manufacturing Co. 

C. (2) Tariff matters. 
D. (6) $300. 
E. (4) $75; (7) $25; (9) $100. 

A. Paul M. Hawkins, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Retail Federation, 1625 I 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

D. (6) $3,750. 
E. (7) $29.50; (9) $29.50. 

A. Joseph H. :Says, 280 Union Station Build
ing, Chicago, Ill. 

B. The Association of Western Railways, 
474 Union Station Building, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislative proposals which may 
or do affect western railroads. 

A. John C. Hazen, 808 Sheraton Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

· B. National Retail Dry Goods Association, 
100 West 31st Street, New York, N. Y. 

E. (7) $33.15; (8) $1.25; (9} '34.40. 

A. Health and Accident Underwriters Con
ference, 208 South La Salle Street, Chi
cago, Ill. 

C. (2) Any and all matters pertaining to 
the business or policyholders of accident and 
health insurance. 

E. (2) $52.68; (5) $8.72; (8) $3; (9) $64.40. 

A. Patrick B. Healy, 1731 I Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. National Milk Producers Federation, 
1731 I Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that may affect 
milk producers or the cooperatives through 
which they act together to process and mar
ket their milk. News for Dairy Co-ops; the 
Alert. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. George J. Hecht, 52 Vanderbilt Avenue, 
New York, N. Y. 

B. American Parents Committee, Inc., 132 
Third Street SE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) •1 

A. Robert B. Heiney, 1133 20th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation directly affecting the 
food-canning industry and opposition to any 
change in seasonal exemptions in the wage 
and hour law. 

D. (6) $833.33. 
E. (7) $158.41; (9) $158.41. 

A. Kenneth G. Heisler, 907 Ring Building, 
• Washington, D. C. 

B. National Savings and Loan League, 
907 Ring Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Support of bills to improve facil
ities of savings and loan associations for 
encouragement of thrift and home financ
ing. Oppose legislation adverse to savings 
and loan associations. (3) National Letters; 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

Report of Recommendations of Federal Leg
islative Committee to membership. 

D. (6) $400. 

A. William B. Henderson, 925 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C., Trade Associa
tion Executive. 

B. Parcel Post Association, 925 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) H. R. 73, H. R. 293, and S. 61 of 84th 
Congress. 

D. (6) $4,814.63. 
E. (1) $1,163.38; (3) $100; (5) $1,324.91; 

(8) $225.67; (9) $2,813.96. 

A. Maurice G. Herndon, 1002 Washington 
Loan & Trust Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Insurance 
Agents, 96 Fulton Street, New York, N. Y., 
and 1002 Washington Loan & Trust Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation which affects di
rectly or indirectly local property insurance 
agents. ( 3) The American Agency Bulletin. 
. D. (6) $318. 

E. (7) $318; (9) $318, 

A. Clinton M. Hester, 425 Shoreham Build-
ing, Washington, D. C. 

. B. Boston Wool Trade Association, Phila
delphia Wool & Textile Association, National 
Wool Trade Association, 263 Summer Street, 
Boston, Mass. 

C. (2) Any and all proposed legislation 
affecting the wool trade industry. 

D. (6) $600. 
E. (6) $37.65; (9) $37.65. 

A. Clinton M. Hester, 426 Shoreham Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Hot House Veg• 
etable Growers, P. O. Box 659, Terre Haute, 
Ind. 

C. (2) Any and all proposed legislation af • . 
fectlng the hot house vegetable industry. 

D. (6) $500 . . 

A. Clinton M. Hester, 426 Shoreham Build• 
Ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. United States Brewers Foundation, 535 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Any and all proposed legislation . 
affecting the brewing industry. 

D. (6) $5,000. 
E. (6) $123.30; (9) $123:30. 

A. Robert C. Hibben, 1105 Barr Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. International Association of Ice Cream 
Manufacturers, 1105 Barr Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

c. (2) Legislation which may affect the 
ice cream industry. 

A. W. J. Hickey, 2000 Massachusetts Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Short Line Railroad Associa
tion, 2000 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

D. (6) $187.50. 

A. Ray C. Hinman, 26 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 

B. Socony-Vacuum Oil Co., Inc., 26 Broad
way, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation of interest to the petro
leum industry. 

D. (6) $1,519.95. 
E. (6) $7.38; (7) $262.57; (9) $269.95, 

A. Frank N. Hoffmann, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. United Steelworkers of America, 1500 
Commonwealth Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
· c. (2) Support all legislation favorable to 
the national peace, security, democracy, 
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prosperity, and general welfare. Oppose all 
legislation detrimental to these objectives. 

D. (6) $3,000. 
E. (7) $3,200; (9) $3,200. 

A. Charles M. Holloway, 1201 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Division of Legislation and Federal Re
lations of the National Education Associa
tion of the United States, 1201 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Bills pending before the Congress 
relating to public education. 

D. (6) $216.60. 
E. (7) $9; (9) $9. 

A. Fuller Holloway, 1000 Shoreham Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. The Toilet Goods Association, Inc., 
Americas Building, New York, N. Y. 

D. (6) $2,500. 

A. J. M. Hood, 2000 Massachusetts Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Short Line Railroad Associa
tion, 2000 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. Victor Hood, 4200 Clagett Road, Hyatts
ville, Md. 

B. Journeymen Barbers, Hairdressers, Cos
metologists, and Proprietors International 
Union, 1141 North Delaware Street, Indian
apolis, Ind. 

C. (2) •1 

D. (6) $2,286.10. 
E. (7) $556.10; (9) $556.10. 

A. Samuel H. Horne, Munsey Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Chicago Bridge and Iron Co., 1305 West 
105th Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Provisions of the ·internal revenue 
laws relating to the tax treatment of income 
derived from foreign sources. 

D. (6) $250. 
E. (6) $32.72; (7) $50.13; (9) $82.85. 

A. Samuel·H. Horne, Munsey Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Estate of Thomas C. Dennehy, deceased· 
(Thomas C. Dennehy, Jr., et al., trustees un
der the last wm and testament of Thomas C. 
Dennehy, deceased) 50 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting taxation of 
decedents' estates. 

A. Samuel H. Horne, Munsey Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. The Singer Manufacturing Co., 149 
Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Provisions of the internal revenue 
laws relating to the tax treatment of income 
derived from foreign sources. 

D. (6) $500. 
E. (6) $10.27; (7) $66.84; (9) $77.11. 

A, Donald E. Hort9n, 222 West Adams Street, 
Chicago, Ill. _ 

B. American Warehousemen's Association 
(Merchandise Division). · 

A. Jesse V. Horton, Post Office Box 2013, 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting postal em
ployees, including supervisors, and the postal 
service. (3) News Letters and the Postal 
Supervisor. 

D. (6) $2,562.50. 
E. (7) $184.59; (9) $184.59. 

A. Mrs. Jency Price Houser, 1420 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) National Housing Act. (3) Rae-
staff News Letter No. 7. · 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

D. (6) $1,248.36. 
E. (1) $10; (2) $840; (4) $110.56; (5) $100; 

(6) $10;· (7) $27.80; (8) $150; (9) $1,248.36. 

A. S. H. Howard, 1414 E'vergreen Avenue, 
Millvale, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

B. Brotherhood of Railroad Signalmen of 
America, 503 Wellington Avenue, Chicago, 
Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation of interest to railway 
employees and labor in general. 

A. Robert E. Howe, Jr., 1435 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. United Mine Workers of America, 900 
15th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any and all legislation construed to 
be directly or indirectly beneficial or detri
mental to the United Mine Workers of Amer
ica and its members. 

D. (6) $4,040. 

A. William T. Huff, 806 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Trans World Airlines, Kansas City, Mo. 
C. (2) All legislation which might affect 

the operaiton of a certificated air carrier, 
D. (6) $2,856. 
E. (6) $0.80; (7) $286.40; (9) $287.20. 

A. C. E. Huntley, 2000 Massachusetts Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Short Line Railroad Associa
tion, 2000 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

D. (2) $250. 

A. John M. Hurley,2 515 Hoge Building, 
Seattle, Wash. 

B. Washington Railroad Association, 515 
Hoge Building, Seattle, Wash. 

A. W. C. Hushing, 901 Massachusetts Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Federation of Labor, 901 Mas
sachusetts Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All b:i.lls affecting the welfare of the 
country generally, and specifically bills af-
fecting workers. · · 

D. (6) $3,185. 
E. (6) $24.95; (7) $293; (8) $60.05; (9) 

$378. 

A. Illinois Railroad Association, 33 South 
Clark Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting railroads. 
E. (2) $825; (9) $825. 

A. Independent Advisory Committee to the 
Trucking Industry, · Inc., 1000 Vermont 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

A. The Independent Bankers Association, 
Sauk Center, Minn: . , . . 

C. (2) Banking legislation. (3) Reprints 
of Rayburn speech-Congressional Record. 

D. (6) $53,064.21. . 
E. (2) $6,349.31; (4) $1,603.15; (5) $1,• 

'167.77; (6) $567.27; (9) $10,275.50. 

A. Independent Natural Gas Association of . 
America, 918 16th Street NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation _pertaining to nat
ural gas. 

D. (6) $44,970.54. 
E. (2) $7,200; (5) $375; (8) $145.44; (9) 

$7,720.44. 

A. Independent Refiners Association of 
America, 201 Shoreham Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) The general legislative interests are 
such as may preserve the existence of inde
pendent refiners. 

2 Filed with the Secretary only. 

A. Ingoldsby & Coles, 813 Washington Build-
ing, Washington, D. C. · 

B. Shipowners Association, Inc., 11 Broad
way, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Interested in amending existing 
shipping legislation in order to extend oper
ating and construction differential subsidies 
to Amercan-flag vessels engaged in so-called 
tramp trades, and in other legislative mat
ters affecting American-flag shipping. 

E. (6) $54.03; (7) $169.32; (9) $223.35. 

A. Kenneth Ingwalson, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C, 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 
2300 Merchandise Mart, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $247.50, 
E. (9) $3.03. 

A. International Trade Section, New York 
Board of Trade, Inc., 291 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Fostering the passage of legislation 
concerning guaranties against risk of non
payment by foreign debtors due to currency 
inconvertibility, exchange transfer block, and 
other noncommercial hazards. (3) ,1 

D. (6) $3,418.59. 
E. (2) $963.10; (4) $286.59; (5) $4.85; (6) 

$161.31; (7) $96.92; (9) $1,512.77; (15) .1 

A. International Union of Electrical, Radio, 
and Machine Workers, 734 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any and all legislation affecting 
the welfare and security of working men and 
women and their families. 

E. (2) $1,425; (.'7) $95; (9) $1,520. 

A. Inter-State Manufacturers Association, 
163-165 Center Street, Winona, Minn. 

C. (2).1 

D. (6) $3,000. 
E. (9) $10.55, 

A. Insurance Company of North America, 
1600 Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

C. (2) Petitioner ls interested in having 
the present Congress pass an act providing 
for a full judicial review of certain claims 
arising from French spoliations occurring 
prior to 1800. 

E. (7) $110.43; (9) $110.43. 

A. Ivins, Phillips & Parker, 306 Southern 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Remington Ra.nd, Inc., 315 Fourth Ave
nue, New York, N. Y. 

A. Robert C. Jackson, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, ·D. c. 

B. American Cotton Manufacturers Insti
tute, Inc., 203-A Liberty Life Building, Char
lotte, N. C. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $1,575. 
E, {7) $278.91; (9) $278.91. 

A. Japanese American Citizens League, 1759 
Sutter Street, San Francisco, Calif. -

C. (2) Legislation affecting persons of 
Japanese ancestry in the United States and 
Hawaii. 

D. (6) $375. 
E. (9) $300. 

A. Ray L. Jenkins, 541 Washington Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Societe Internationale, Pour Pa.rticlpa• 
tions· Industrielles Et Commerciales, S. A.. 
Peter Merianstr 19, Basie, Swf'(;zeriand. 

C. (2) Any legislation effecting the client. 
E. (1) $76.58; {4) . •6; (7) .71.29; (9). 

$154.87. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec .. 
retary: 
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A. William T. Jobe, 810 18th Street NW., 

Washington, D. C. 
B. National Association of Ice Industries, 

810 18th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 
C. (2) General interest in matters affect

ing ice industry. 

A. Johns-Manville Corp., 22 East 40th Street~ 
New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Tax, highway, foreign trade, and 
school legislation. 

E. (2) $1,250; (8) $666.67; (9) $1,916.67. 

A. Gilbert R. Johnson, 1208 Terminal Tower, 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

B. Lake Carriers' Association, 305 Rocke
feller Building, Cleveland, Ohio. 

A. Reuben L. Johnson, Jr., 1404 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Farmers Educational and Cooperative 
Union of America (National Farmers Union), 
1404 New York Avenue NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

D. (6) $1,236.25. 
E. (7) $47.50; (9) $47.50. 

A. W. D. Johnson, 10 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, D. C. 

B. ( Order of Railway Conductors and 
Brakemen, 0. R. C. & B. Building, Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa. 

C. (2) All legislation directly and indi
rectly affecting the interests of labor gen
erally and employees of carriers under the 
Railway Labor Act, in particular. 

A. J. M. Jones, 414 Pacific National Life 
Building, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

B. National Wool Growers Association, 
414 Pacific National Life Building, Salt Lake 
City, Utah. 

c. (2) Opposed extension .of Trade Agree
ment Act and amendment of Tariff Act of 
1930. 

D. (6) $3,125. 
E. (6) $173.21; (7) $1,172.15; (8) $446.94; 

(9) $1,792.30. 

A. Lyle W. Jones, 501 13th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B . . The United States Potters Association, 
East Liverpool, Ohio. 

C. (2) Interested in all legislation affect
ing the pottery· industry. 

D. (6) $2,500. 
E. (5) $245.05; (6) $174.94; (7) $21.70; (8) 

$261.01; (9) $702.70. 

-A. Phillip E. Jones, 920 Tower Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. United States Beet Sugar Association, 
920 Tower Building, Washington, D. C. 

·· C. (2) Interested in any legislation affect
ing sugar. 

D. ( 6) $4,250. 

A. Rowland Jones, Jr., 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Retail Federation, 1625 I 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) •1 

D. (6) $3,000. 
E. (7) $235.88; (9) $235.88. 

A. Journeymen Barbers, Hairdressers, Cos
metologists and Proprietors Inter:pa.
tional Union of America,• 1141 North 
Delaware, Indianapolis, Ind. 

c.1 . 
E. (2) $2,286.10; (9) $2,286.10. ~ 

A. John E. Kane, 1625 K Street NW .. Wash• 
ington, D. C. · 

B. American Petroleum-Institute, 50 West 
50th Street, New York, N: Y. · 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

3 Filed with the Clerk only. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the petroleum
industry and its customers. 

D. (6) $2,750. 
E. (7) $546.54; (9) $546.54. 

A. John E. Kane, 1625 K Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. District of .Columbia Petroleum Indus
tries Committee, 1625 K Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the petroleum 
industry in the District of Columbia. 

D. (6) $300. 
E. (7) $96.01; (9) $96.01. 

A. Kirnon T. Karabatsos, 3707 Woodley Road 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Niobrara River Basin Development As• 
sociation, 3707 Woodley Road NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

C. (2) Irrigation. 
D. (6) $1,000. 
E. (6) $11.20; (7) $73.40; (9) $84.60. 

A. Jerome J. Keating, 100 Indiana Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation pertaining to postal 
and Federal employees. 

D. (6) $1,374. 

A. Joseph Duff Kelly, 30 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. Committee for Study of Revenue Bond 
Financing, 44 Wall Street, New York, N. ·Y. 
_ C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $2,000. 

A. Miss Elizabeth A. Kendall, 23 West Irving, 
Chevy Chase, Md. 

C. (2) Any legislation related directly or 
indirectly to the development of the Ant
arctic Continent, such as that regarding geo.,. 
political decisions, inventions, ·transporta .. 
tlon, communications, equipment, long
range planning, exploitation of natural re
sources, etc., in the interest of all United 
States taxpayers and world peace and pros
perity; H. J. Res. 25, fer. 

E. (4) $5; (6) $10; (9) $15. 

A. I. L. Kenen, 302 Beechwood Road, Alex-
andria, Va. · · 

B. American Zionist Committee for Public 
Affairs, 1737 H Street NW., Washington, D. o. 

C. (2) Favors economic and technical as• 
sistance to Israel and other states in the 
Near East. 

D. (6) $583.33. 
E. (6) $26.51; (7) $1,521.59; (8) $4.26; (9) 

$1,552.36. 

A. Harold L. Kennedy, 203 Commonwealth 
Building, Washlngton, D. C. 

B. The Ohio Oil Co., Findlay, Ohio. 
C. (2) Generally interested in all legisla

tive matters that would affect the oil and gas 
industry. 

D. (6) $500. 
E. (2) $125; (5) $75; (7) $37; (9) $237. 

A. Miles D. Kennedy, 1608 K Street NW;, 
Washington, D. C. ' · 

B. The .American Legion, 700 North Penn
sylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 

~ c. (2) .1 Legislative Bulletin and Ameri
can Legion magazine. 

D. (6) $3,100. 
E. (6) $13.80; (7) $55.50; (8) $69.45; (9) 

$138.75. 

A. Omar B. Ketchum, 610 Wire Building, 1000 
Vermon~ Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

C. (2)1; (3) VFW magazine (Foreign Serv• 
ice), and VFW Legislative Newsletter. 

D. (6) ·$3,000. 
E. (7) $256.85; (9) $256.85. 

A. Jeff Kibre, 930 F Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

B. International Longshoremen's and 
Warehousemen's Union, 150 Golden Gate 
Avenue, San Francisco, Calif. . 

C. (2) General interest in legislation af .. 
fecting trade unions and their members. 

D. (6) $619.02. 
E. (2) $300; (5) $179.76; (6) $84.68; (8) 

$53.35; (9) $617.79. 

A. John A. Killick, 740 11th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

. B. Eastern Meat Packers Association, Hotel 
Statler, New York, N. Y., and 740 11th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

c._(2) Matters affecting meat packers. 
D. (6) $875.01. 
E. (7) $262.23; (9) $262.23. 

A. John A. Killick, 740 11th Street NW .. 
Washington, D. C. 

- B. The National Independent Meat Packers 
Association, 740 11th Street NW., Washing• 
ton, D. C. 

C. (2) Matters affecting meat packers. 
D. (6) $127.50. 
E. (7) $57.50; (9) $57.50. 

A. H. Cecil Kilpatrick, 912 American Security 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Minot, DeBlois & Maddison, 294 Wash• 
ington Street, Boston, Mass. 

C. (2) Enactment of H. R. 4392, to tax real• 
estate investment trusts like security invest• 
ment trusts. 

E. (6) $13.03; (7) $34.89;· (8) $1.25; (9) 
$49.17. 

A. Joseph Wllliam Kinghorne, 1365 Iris 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Lynnes Publishing Co., 1230 Washington 
Street, Chicago, Ill. ' 

C. (2) Interest in any-legislation that may 
tend to affect the production and/or market
ing of commercial broilers. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. Bill Kirchner, Saulk -Centre, Minn. 
B. Independent Bankers Association, Sauk 

Centre, Minn. 
C. (2) Banking legislation. , , 
D. (6) $2,124.96. 

A. Clifton Kirkpatrick, 162 Madison Avenue, 
Memphis, Tenn. 

B. National Cotton Council of America. 
P.O. Box 18, Memphis, Tenn, 

C. (2) The National Cotton Council of 
America favors such action on any legislation 
affecting the raw-cotton industry as will pro
mote the purposes for which the council is 
organized. 

D. (6) $360. 
E. (7) $31; (9) $31. 

A. Rowland F. Kirks, 1800 H Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. · 

B. National Automobile Dealers Associa
tion, 1800 H Street NW., Washington, D. Q. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting retail new 
automobile and truck dealers. 

D. (6) $4,038. 
E. (6) $125.25; (7) $220.40; (9) $345.65. 

A. C. W. Kitchen, 777 14th Street NW., Wash• 
ington, D. C. · 

B. United Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Asso
ciation, 777 14th Street NW., Washington. 
D.C. 

C. (2) Interested in any legislation affect• 
ing the marketing and distribution of fresh 
fruits and vegetables, directly or indirectly. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre. 
tary. 
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A. Clarence C. Klocksin, 2623 North Van 

Dorn Street, Alexandria, ·va. 
B. The National Board of Fire Under• 

writers, 85 John Street, New York, N. Y. 
C. (2) Taxation, antitrust ·laws, etc. 
D. (6) $6,000. 
E. (3) $10; (4) $4.50; (6) $6.50; (7) $260; 

(8) $11; (9) $300. 

A. Burt L. Knowles, Munsey Building, Wash•. 
ington, D. C. . 

B . The Associated General Contractors of 
America, Inc., Munsey Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Robert M. Koch, 619 F Street NW., Wash• 
ington, D. C. 

B. National Agricultural Limestone Insti• 
tute, Inc., 619 F Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation which directly or in• 
directly affects the interests of agricut1ural 
limestone producers. · 

E. (7) $36; (9) $36. 

A. John T. Koehler,2 1039 Investment Build• 
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Embassy of Denmark, 2374: Massachu• 
setts Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

A. Kreeger, Ragland & Shapiro, Investment 
Building, Wa!'lhington, D . C. 

B : American Eastern Corpora_tlon, 30 
Rockefeller Plaza, New York, N. Y. 

c. (2) For Mutual Security Act of 1954. 

A. Kreeger, Ragland & Shapiro, Investment 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Silk & Rayon Printers & Dyers Associa• 
tion of America, Inc., 1459 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y. . . . 

c. (2) Seek en~ctment of a law creating a. 
regulatory co~ission. 

A. Fritz G. Lanham, 2737 Devonshire Place, 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Fair Trade Council, Inc., 1434 
West 11th Avenue, Gary, Ind. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. Fritz G. Lanham, 2737 Devonshire Place 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Patent Council, Inc., 1434 
West 11th Avenue, Gary, Ind. 

D. (6) $2,000. 

A. Fritz G. Lanham, 2737 Devonshire Place, 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. State Tax Association, Post Office Box 
2559, Houston, Tex. 

C. (2) •1 

A. Fritz G. Lanham, 2737 Devonshire Place 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Trinity Improvement Association, Inc. 
1308 Comm~rcial Stan.dard Bldg., Fort Worth, 
Tex. 

D. (6) $1,275. 

A. La Roe, Winn & Moerman, 743 Investment 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Eastern Meat Packers Association, Inc., 
Statler Hotel, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) H. R. 1, H. R. 2850, H. R. 4896. 
D. (6) $1,500. 
E. (5) $3,176.04; (7) $93.29; (8) $10.81; 

(9) $3,280.14. 

A. La Roe, Winn & Moerman, 743 Investment 
Building, Washington, D. C. · 

B. The National Independent Meat Pack. 
ers Association, 740 11th Street NW., Wash• 
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) H. R. 1, H. R. 2850, H. R. 4896. 
D. (6) $4,500. 
E. (5) $3,176.04; (6) $27.79; (7) $254.90; 

(8) $40.79; (9) $3,499.52. 

A. Edith C. Krogh, 130 . North Wells Street, A. John V. Lawrence, 1424 16th Street NW., 
Chicago, .Ill.. Washington, D. C. 

B. Transportation Association of America, · - B. _Amer~can Trucking Associations, Inc., 
130 North Wells Street, Chicago, Ill. ·142416th Street NW., Washington, D. c. 

D. (6) $7,500, 
A. Herman C. Krus~, 245 Market Stre.et, San E. (9) $9.40. 

Francisco, C_alif. 
B. Pacific Gas & Electric Co., 245 Market 

Street, San Francisco, Calif. 
C. (2) Legislation affecting the gas and 

electric industry. 
D. (6) $3,503.21. 
E. (7) $4,100.12; (8) .1,002.39; (9) $5,102.51. 

A. Catherine C. Kuhne, 1701 Sixteenth Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Federation of Business and 
Professional Women's Clubs, Inc., 1790 
Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Equal rights amendment and Trade 
Agreements Extension Act of 1955. (3) Inde
pendent . Woman. 

A. Labor-Management Maritime Committee, 
132 Third Street SE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the maritime 
industry. 

D. (6) $6,304.97. 
E. (2) $4,076.56; (4) $16.80; (5) $491.48; 

"(6) $58.74; (7) •, $1,738.44; (8) $481.25; · (9) 
$6,863.27. · 

A. Lake Carriers' Association,3 305 Rocke• 
feller Building, Cleveland, Ohio. 

A. A. M. Lampley, 10 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, D. 0. 

B. Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen 
and Enginemen, 318 Keith Building, Cleve .. 
land, Ohio. 

C. (2) Urging passage of legislation favor• 
able to the interests of railroad labor, and 
opposing inimical legislation. 

D. (6) $2,750. 

2 Filed with the Secretary only. 
3 Filed with the Clerk only. 

A. John G. Laylin and Wallace G. Dempsey, 
701 Union Trust Building, Washington,. 
D. C. 

B. Embassy of Denmark, 2374 Massachu• 
setts Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Settlement of the unsatisfied claims 
arising from the requisitioning · of 40 Danish 
vessels by the United States Government in 
1941. 

E. (2) $13.71; (4) $64.15; (6) $19.69; (7) 
$954.56; (8) $25.50; (9) $1,077.61. 

A, Ivy Lee and T. J. Ross, 405 Lexington Ave• 
nue, New York, N. Y. 

, B. Committee of American Steamship 
Lines, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the United 
States merchant marine. (3) .1 

D. -(6) $4,500. 
E. (2) $1,910.71; (4) $2,249.44; (6) $139.03; 

(7) $487.78; (8) $2,171.24; (9) $6,958.20. 

A. Ivy Lee and T. J. Ross, 405 Lexington Ave• 
nue, New York, N. Y. 

B. United States Cuban Sugar Council, 910 
17th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the importa
tion by the United States of sugar produced 
in Cuba and trade between the United States 
and CUba. 

D. (6) $1,527.05. 
E. (6) $3.70; (8) $23.35; (9) $27.05. 

A. James R. Lee, 604 Albee Building, 1426 G 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Water Heater Division, Gas Appliance 
Manufacturers Association, 60 East · 42d 
Street, New York, N. Y. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre. 
tary. 

C. (2) In general, legislation which con• 
cerns water-heater manufacturers, particu• 
larly the excise tax. 

D. (6) $1 ,500. 
E. (4) $27.75; (5) $285; (6) $12.07; (7) 

$32.11; (8) $15.25; (9) $372.18. 

A. Legislation-Federal Relations Division of 
the National Education Association of 
the United States, 1201 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Bills pending before Congress re
lating to public education. (3) Washington 
Outlook on Education and Flash. 

E. (2) $2,353.60; (4) $1,704.67; (5) $362.35; 
(6) $649.52; · (7) $2,947.03; (9) $8,017.17; 
( 15) .1 

· A. Legislative Committee of the Committee 
for a National Trade Policy, Inc., 1025 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation relating to foreign eco• 
nomic policy. · 

D. (6) $4,529. 
E. (2) $1,212 .50; (4) $529.37; (5) $28.55; 

(8) $24.25; (9) $1,794.67. 

A. G. E. Leighty, 10 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation of interest to rail• 
road employees. 

A. Mrs. Newton P. Leonard, 341 Sharon 
Street, Providence, R. I. 

C. (2) •1 (3) National Parent-Teachers. 

A. Dr. William N. Leonard, Railway Progress 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Federation for Railway Progress, Rail• 
way Progx:ess Building, Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) Transportation legislation. 
D. (6) $1,335. 

A. Liaison Committee of the Mechanical 
Specialty Co~tracting Industries, 610 
Ring Building, Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Passage of beneficial legislation 
concerning fair bidding procedures. 

A. Life Insurance AssociatiQn of America, 488 
Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y., and 
1701 K Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation which might affect · the 
welfare of policyholders and annuitants. 

D. (6) $6,717.23. 
E. (2) $4,566.41; (5) $1,943.88; (6) $171.40; 

(7) $35.54; (9) $6,717.23. 

A. Leo F. Lightner, 717 National Press Build· 
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Engineers and Scientists of America, 
Munsey Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting the in• 
terests of professional engineers and other 
members of affiliated units. 

A. L. Blaine Liljenquist, 917 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. · 

B. E. F. Forbes, president and general man .. 
·ager, Western States Meat Packers Associa• 
tion, Inc., San Francisco, Calif. 

C. (2).1 (3).1 
D. (6) $2,875.02. 
E. (4) $42.93; (7) .. 10.05; (9) $52.98. 

A. John w. Lindsey, 1625 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Securities Deal• 
ers, Inc., 1625 K Street NW., Wash~gton, 
D.C. 

c. (2) Legislation relating to investment 
banking or securities business. (3) .1 

D. (6) $375. 

A. Miss Esther Lipsen, Railway Progress 
Building, Washington, ·D. C. 

B. Federation for Railway Progress, Rail-. 
way Progress Building, -Washington, D. c. 

1 Not printed. 
retary. 

Filed with Clerk and Sec• 
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C. (2) Transportation legislation. 
D. (6) $800. 
E. (6) $25; (7) $175; (9) $200. 

A. Robert G. Litschert, 1200 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of. Electric Com• 
panies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washingto.n, 
D. C. 

C. (2).1 

D. (6) $750. 
E. (6) $7.38; (7) $126.17; (8) $30.05; (9) 

$163.60. 

A. Norman M. Littell and Charles J. Alex
ander, 1826 Jefferson Place NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. The Navaho Tribe of· Indians residing 
in Arizona, Utah, New Mexico, and Colorado; 
address of Superintendent, ·window Rock, 
Ariz. 

c. (2) All legislation pertaining to the 
Navahos. 

D. (6) $5,000. 
E. (4) $17.91; (8) $10; (9) $27.91. 

A. John M. Littlepage, 840 Investment Build· 
ing, 15th and K Streets NW., Washing• 
ton, D. C. 

B. The American Tobacco Co., Inc., 111 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting a company 
engaged in the manufacture and sale of to
bacco products; also technical changes coyer
ing method of payment for excise taxes on 
tobacco products: 

A. Gordon C. Locke, 418 Munsey Building, 
Washington, D. C. _ 

· B. Committee for Pipe Line Companies, 35 
East Wacker · Drive, Chicago, Ill. . 

c. (2) Legislation favorable to .the' pipe
line industry. 

D. (6) $5,000. 

A. Charles E. Lofgren, 522 Rhode Island Ave-
nue NE., Washington, D. C. · 

B. Fleet Reserve Association, 522 Rhode 
Island Avenue NE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) For Career Incentive Pay Act. 
D. (6) ·$2,000. ' 

A. Benjamin H. Long, 2746 Penobscot' Build
ing, Detroit, Mich. 

B. Blue Cross Commission, 425 North Mich~ 
igan Avenue, Chicagp1 ,Ill. 

c. (2)· General interest in legislation for 
payroll deductions for Federal employees, war 
damage, economic controls, taxation of fringe 
benefits, health programs for Federal ein• 
ployees, and hospital and health matters. 

D. (6) $1,500. 
E. (6) $103.26; (7) $569.63; (8) $8.84; (9) 

$681.73. 

A. Leonard Lopez, 1029 Vermoz{°t Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. District No. 44, I. A. of M., 1029 Vermont 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting working· con
ditions of Government employees and inci
dentally organized labor in general. 

D. (6) $1,749.9~. 
E. (7) $1?. 

A. Lord, Day & Lord, 25 Broadway, New York, 
N. Y.,and 500 Wyatt Building, Washing
ton, D. c. 

B. Agency of Canadian .Car & Foundry Co., 
Ltd., 30 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation having relation to 
World War I claims. 

'A. Lord, Day & ' Lotd, 25 Broadway, New 
York', N. Y., and 500 Wyatt Building, 
Washington, D. c. · 

B. S. A. Healy Co., -61 Westchester Avenue, 
White Plains, N. Y. 

·c. (2) s. 1762. 

,1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

A. Otto Lowe, Cape Charles, Va. 
B. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 

Street, Washington, D. C. 
C. (2) Legislation affecting canning of 

food products. 
D. (6) $375. 
E. (7) $375. 

A. Lucas & Thomas, 1025 Connecticut 'AV· 
enue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Acacia Mutual Life Insurance Co., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Interested in aiding the company 
in connection with Federal tax matters af
fecting life insurance companies. 

D. (6) $750. 

A. Lucas & Thomas, 1025 Connecticut Av
enue NW., Washington D. C. 

B. American Finance Conference, 176 West 
Adams Street, Chicago.., Ill. 

C. (2) General legislation affecting the 
finance industry. · 

D. (6) $1,250. 

A. Lucas & Thomas, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Cook Electric Co., 2700 Southport Ave-
nue, Chicago, Ill. · 

C. (2) General legislation affectin~ co:i;n
pany's interests. 

A. Lucas & Thomas,. 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Mobile Homes Manuf.acturers Asso., 
~ Nprth Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) General legislati~n affecting mobile 
homes. 

D. (6) $1.000. 

A. Lucas & Thomas, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Revere Copper & Brass Inc., 230 Park 
Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Interested in enactment of legisla-· 
tion · providing for continuation of suspen
sion of certain import . taxes on copper. 

A. Lucas & Thomas, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington,, D. C .. 

B. Adolph von Zedlitz, . 60 Sutton Place, 
South, New York, N. Y. · 

C. (2) Legislation to amend the Trading 
With the · Enemy Act. 

A. Frederick Lukens, 1129 Vermont Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. , 

B. Education Association of the District 
of Columbia and Columbian F,ducational 
Association, 1129 Vermont Avenue NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) In favor of S. 1093, revision of. pub
lic school salaries; against S. 1505; District 
of Columbia public school personnel salary 
increase. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. Gerald · J. Lynch, 3000 Schaefer Road, 
Dearborn, Mich. 

B. Ford Motor Co., Dearborn, Mich. 

A. John C. Lynn, 425 13th Street NW., Wash-
ington, D. C. · 

B. American Far,m Bureau Federation, _2300 
Merchandise Mart, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $2,593.76. 
E. (7) $55.97. 

A. A. E. Lyon, 10 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Railway Labor Executives Association, 
10 Independence Avenue, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any · legislation affecting labor
especially railroad labor. 

D. (6) $750. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

A. Avery McBee, 610 Shoreham Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Hill & Knowlton, Inc., Aircraft In• 
dustries Association. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting aviation, the 
steel industry and other industries. 

A. Robert J. McBride, 1424 ·16th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Regular Common Carrier Conference of 
American Trucking Associations, Inc., 1424 
16th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2).1 

D. (6) $500. 

A. John A. Mccart, 900 F Street NW., Wash• 
ington, D. C. 

B. American Federation of Government 
Employees, 900 F Street NW., W_ashington; 
D.C. 

C. (2) All bills of interest to Federal Gov
ernment employees and District of Colum
bia 'Government employees. 

D. (7) $1,803.83. 
E. (7) $38.40. 

A. Frank J. McCarthy, 1223 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D. c. . 

B. The Pennsylvania Railroad Co., 1740 
Suburban Station Building, Philadelphia., 
Pa. . . 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the interests 
of the Pennsylvania Railroad Co.1 

D. and E.1 

A. J. L. McCaskill, 1201 Sixteenth · Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Division of Legislation and Federal Re
lations, National Education Association of 
the United ·states, 1201 Sixteenth Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Bills pending before the Congress 
relating _ to public education. 

D. (6) $550. 
E. (7) $197.26. 

A. McClure & Updike, 626 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Iron Ore Lessors Association, Inc., 
First National Bank Building, St. Paul, Minn. 

C. (2) Amendments of Internal Revenue 
Code. 

E. (6) $14.79; (7) $2,050; (8) $4.60; (9) 
$2,069.39. 

A. Angus McDonald, 1404 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Farmers F.ducational and Cooperative 
Union of America (National Farmers Union), 
1404 New York Avenue NW., Waslilngton, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,555.55. 
E. (7) $277.75. 

A. McDonnell & Slattery, 425 13th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of. Electric Com
panies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washington. 
D. C. 

C. (2) .1 

A. Joseph A. McElwain, 500 Main Street. 
Deer Lodge, Mont. · 

B. Montana Power Co., Butte, Mont. 
c. (2) All legislation affecting Montana 

Power Co. 
D: (6) $681.25. 
E. (6) $37.80; (7) $959.91; (9) $997.71. 

-'·t 
A. A. J. McFarland,• 126 North Eighth Street. 

Sterling, Kans. 
B. The Christian Amendment Movement, 

804 Penn Avenue, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
C. (3) The Christian Patriot. 
D. (6) $810. . 
E. (9) $300. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

'Filed with tl;le Clerk only. 
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A. Charles T. ·McGavin, 71114th Street NW .. 

Washington, D. C. 
. B. National Parking Association, Inc., 711 
14th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

A. Thomas Edward McGrath, 4012 14th 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Taxpayers, U. s. A., 4012 14th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) .1 

A. M. C. McKercher, 3860 Lindell Boulevard, 
St. Louis, Mo. 

B. The Order of Railroad Telegraphers, 
0 . R. T. Building, St. Louis, Mo. 

c. (2) Legislation affecting the welfare of 
railroad employees·. 

A. Joseph V. McLaughlin, 1503 H Street NW .• 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Railway Express Agency, Inc., 219 E; 
42d Street, New York, N. Y. 

p. (2) Any legislation in connection with 
pa.reel post. · 

D. (6) $5,333. 
E. (7) $512.82. 

A. w. H McMains, 1132 Pennsylvania Build-· 
Jng, Washington, D. C. . 

B. Distilled Spirits Institute, 1132 Penn-
sylvania Building, Washington, D. C. .. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the domestic 
distilllng industry. 

A. Ralph J. McNair, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America; 
488 Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation which might affect the 
welfare o! policyholders and annuitants.1 · 

D. (6) $268. . 

A. William P. MacCracken, Jr., 1152 National 
Press Building, Washington, D. C. 

. B. American Optometric Association, care 
o! Dr. Hoyt S. Purvis, 212 East Washington 
Avenue, Jonesboro, Ark. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $2,475. 
E. (6) e6.90; (8) $4.75; (~) .11.65. 

:A. William P. MacCradken, Jr., 1152 National 
Press Building, Washington, D. c." 

B. John J. Braund, 900 Alabama Avenue 
SE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) H. R. 4549, a blll for the relief o! 
John JA Braund. 

A. William P. MacCracken, Jr., 1152 National 
Press Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Frankel Brothers, 521 5th Avenue, New 
York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation amending the internal 
revenue law. · 

A James E. Mack,-1028 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. c. · 

B; Ngtional Confectioners' Association, 221 
North La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Any legislative proposals affecting 
the confectionery industry. 

D. (6) $3,000. 
E. (8) $51-8.20.-

A. W. Bruce Macnamee, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C., and 11 Broadway, 
New York, N. Y. 

B. American Merchant Marine Institute, 
Inc., 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D. C., 
and 11 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Support ot legislation favorable to 
the American merchant marine. 

D. (6) e987.55~ 
E. (7) $573.22. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec· 
retary. 

A. Carter Manasco, 420! Chesterbrook Road, 
Falls Church, Va. 

B. National Business Publications, Inc., 
1001 15th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting the mem
bers of the above-named trade association. 

D. (6) $600. 

A. Carter Manasco, 4201 Chesterbrook Road, 
Falls Church, Va. 

B. National Coal Association, Southern 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting .the mem
bers of the above-named trade association. 

D. (6) $2,600. 
E. (6) $64.60; (7) $136.50; (9) $201.10. 

A. Carter Manasco, 4201 Chesterbrook Road, 
Falls Church, Va. 

B. Southern Pine Industry Committee, 
post office box 117l', New Orleans, La. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting the mem
bers o! the above-named trade association. 

D. (6) $375. 

A. Manufacturing Chemists' Association. 
Inc., 1625 I Street NW., Washington. 
D. C. 

c: (2) Legislation affecting the chemical 
1ndustry.1 

- D. (6) $2,375. 
E. (1) $500; (8) $1,875; (9) e2,375. 

A. Mrs. Olya Margolin, 1637 Massachusetts 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

. B. National Council o! Jewish Women, 
Inc., 1 West 47th Street, New York, N. Y. 

D. (6) $1,625.78. 
. E. (9) $85. 

A. James Mark, Jr;, 1435 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. . 

B. United Mine Workers of America. 900 
15th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any and all legislation construed to 
be directly or indirectly beneficial or detri
mental to the United Mine Workers o! Amer
ica f!,nd its mem):>ers.1 

D. (6) . $3,290. 

A. Rodney W. Markley, Jr., 1200 Wyatt 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Ford Motor Co., Dearborn, Mich. 
D. ( 6) $2,350. 
E. (5) $870; (6) $181; (9) $1,051. 

· A. Winston W. Marsh, 1012 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. The National Association of Independ
ent Tire Dealers, Inc., 1012 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Bills affecting independent tire 
dealers. (3) Dealer . News: 

A. Fred T. Marshall, 1112-18 _19th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. · 

B. The B. F. Goodrich Co., 500 South Main 
Street, Akron, Ohio. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting and o! inter-
est to the B. F. Goodrich Co. · 

A. Edwin G. Martin, 717 National Press 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Morton Co., Worcester, Mass. 
C. (2) Tariff status o! s111con carbide. 
D. ( 6) $6,000, 
E. (6) $6.44; (7) $4.06; (9) $10.50. 

A. Mike M. Masaoka, 1737 H Street NW., 
· Washington, D. C. 
B. Committee on Japanese American Evac• 

uation Claims; 12427 Milton Street, Los 
Angeles, Cali!. · 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

C. (2) Japanese evacuation claims · bills 
and appropriations thereto . 

A. Mike M. Masaoka, 1737 H Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Japanese American Citizens League, 
1759 Sutter Street, San Francisco, Cali!. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting persons of 
Japanese ancestry in the United States and 
Hawaii. 

D. (6) $300. 
E. (8) $15; (9) $15. 

A. Walter J. Mason, 901 Massachusetts Ave
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Federation o! Labor, 901 
Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washington. 
D. C. 

C. (2) All bills affecting the welfare of 
our country generally, and specifically bills 
affecting workers. 

D. (6) $2,795. 
E. (6) $33.10; (7) $251; (8) .69.90; (9) 

$354. 

~ P.H. Mathews, 929 Transportation Build
ing, Washington, D- C. 

B. Association · of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D. c. 

D. (6) $2,485.33. . 
E. (7) $383.24; (9) $383.24. 

A. C. V. and R. V. Maudlin, 1111 E Street 
NW., Washington, D. C . 

B. National Association of Waste Material 
Dealers, Inc., 271 Madison Avenue, New York, 
N~ ~ . 

C. (2) All legislation pertaining to or af
fecting the waste-materials industry. 

D. (6) $150. 
E. (4) $46.35; (6) $3.21; (7) $4.12; "(9) 

$53.68. 

,!... Cyrus H. Maxwell, M. D., 1523 L Street 
NW., Washington, D. c. 

B. American Medical Association. 535 
North pearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) All bills relating to health and wel• 
fare. (3) Informational bulletins. · 

D. (6) $650. _ 
E. (7) .26.35; (9) .26.35. 

A. Medical Association of the State of Ala• 
bama, Montgomery, Ala. 

C. (2) All health matters covered by leg-
islative action. · 
_ E. (2) .1,800; (4) $225; (9) .2,025. 

A. The · Medical Society of the · District o! 
Columbia, 1718 M Street NW •• Washing-
tol}, D. C. · . 

C. (2) Interested in legislation pertain• 
Ing to the practice o! medicine and all re
lated services and that affecting the public 
health, including . the extension of social se• 
curity into the field o! the practice of medi
cine. (3) Medical Annals of the District ot 
Columbia. 

A. William R. Merriam, Railway Progress 
Building, Washington, D. c. · 

B. Federation !or Railway Progress, Rall
way Progress Building, Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) Transportation legislation. 
-E. (6) $35; (7) $45; (9) ,so. 

A. James Messer, Jr., . 404 Midyette-Moor 
Building, Tallahassee, Fla. 

B. Florida Railroad Association. 404 Mid• 
yette-Moor Building. Tallahassee, Fla. 

C. (2) Proposed legislation of interest to 
members o! Florida Railroad Association. 

D. (6) $1,875. 

• 
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A. Ross A. Messer, 724 .Ninth Street NW., 

Washington, D. C. 
B. National Association of Post Office and 

General Services Mainten.ance Employees, 
724 Ninth Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All beneficial legislation affecting 
custodial employees of the Post Office and 
GenP.ral Services Administration. (3) The 
Post Office and General Services Maintenance 
News. 

D. (6) $700. 
E. (7) $179.21; (8) $115.84; (9) $295.05. 

A. J. T. Metcalf, 1002 L. & W. Building, Louis
ville, Ky. 

C. (2) General legislation. 
E. (7) $240.01; (9) $240.01. 

A. Clarence R. Miles, 1615 H Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States of America. 

A. Milk Industry Foundation, 1625 I Street 
NW, Washington, D. C. 

A. Miller & Chevalier, 1001 Connecticut Ave
nue, Washington, D. C. 

B. Sierra Talc & Clay Co., Post Office Box 
390, South Pasadena, Calif. 

c. (2) Provisions of H. R. 8300 covering 
percentage depletion of talc. _ 

D. (6) $3,750. 
E. (6) $14.79; (9) _$14.79. 

A. Dale Miller, Mayflower Hotel, Washing-
ton, D. C. · 

B. Dallas (Tex.) Chamber of Commerce. 
C. {2) General legislation ·affecting Dallas 

and ·Texas, such as appropriations _and reve
nue bills. 

D. (6) $1,500. 
E. (2) $25; (5) $42.46; (6) $63.40; (7) 

$670.78; (8) $98.36; (9) $900. 

A. Dale Miller, Mayflower Hotel, Washing
ton, D. C. 

B. Intracoastal Canal Association of Loui
siana and Texas, 1028 Electric Building, 
Houston, Tex. 

c. (2) For adequate river and harbor 
authorizations and appropriations. 

D. (6) $2,250. 
E. (6) $36.31; (7) $53.64; (9) $89.95. 

A. Dale Miller, Mayflower Hotel, Washing
ton, D. C. 

B. Texas Gulf Sulphur Co., Newgulf, Tex., 
and New York, N. Y. 

c. (2) General legislation affecting sulfur· 
industry. 

D. (6) $2,250. 
E. (5) $877.37; (6) $83.52; (7) $700.70; 

(8) $13.50; (9) $1,675.09. 

A. Joseph L. Miller, 1025 Connect_icut Ave
nue, Washington, D. C. · 

· B. National Association ·of Cotton Manu
facturers, Boston, Mass., and Abitibi Power 
& Paper Co., Ltd., Toronto, Canada. 

c. (2) All legislation of concern to cotton 
textile industry. 

D. (6) $3,000. 
E. (8) $707.13; (9) $707.13. 

A. Seymour s. Mintz, William T. Plumb, Jr.; 
and Robert K. Eifler, 810 Colorado Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. John H. Davis, Harriett O. Davis, Harry 
Handley Cloutier, Elinor S. Cloutier, estate 
of Henri H. Cloutier, deceased, . Harry M. 
Cloutier, executor, Margaret S. Cloutier, 

·Seattle, Wash. 
c. (2) Tax legislation. 
D. (6) $5,500: 
E. (6) $48.19; (8) $5.10; .(9) $53.29. 

A. Seymour S. Mintz, William T. Plumb, Jr .. 
Robert K. Eifler, and Richard A. Mullens, 
810 Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Hughes Tool Co., Houston, Tex, 

_ C. (2) Revision of Internal Revenue Co~e 
of 1954. 

E. (8) $0.18; (9) $0.18. 

A. Harry L. Moffett, 1102 Ring Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Mining Congress, Ring Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Measures affecting mining, such as 
income taxation, social security, public 
lands, stockpiling, monetary policy, etc. 

D. (6) $1,250. 
E. (7) $8.05; (9) $8.05. 

A. F. E. Mollin, 515 Cooper Building, Denver, 
Colo. 

B. American National Cattlemen's Asso
ciation, 801 East 17th Avenue, Denver, Colo. 

C. (2) Matters pertaining to cattle 
industry. 

D. ( 6) $4,400. 
E. (6) $27.22; (7) $276.83; (8) $26.50; (9) 

$330.55. 

A. Donald Montgomery, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Hotel Association, 221 West 
57th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Any and all bills and statutes of 
interest to the hotel industry. 

D. (6) $2,000. 
E. (7) $343.45; (9) $343.45. 

A. George W. Morgan, 76 Beaver Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. Association of American Shipowners, 76 
Beaver Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation with respect to mari
time matters and transportation. 

A. Morison, Murphy, Clapp & Abrams, Penn
sylvania Building, Washington, D. C, 

B. Robert A. Drum, Omaha, Nebr. 
c. (2) Legislation affecting the excise tax 

on beer. 
D. (6) $600. 
E. (7) $15.25; (8) -$2.50; (9) $17.75. 

A. Morison, Murphy, Clapp & Abrams, Penn
sylvania Building, Washington, D .C. 

B. Pickett Development Committee, 
Blackstone, Va. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the disposi
tion of Camp Pickett, Va. 

D. (6) $1,500. 
· E. (6) $2.64; (9) $2.64. 

A. Morison, Murphy, Clapp & Abrams, Penn
. sylvania Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. The Sperry & Hutchinson Co., 114 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N. Y._ 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting employer. 
E. (2) $400; (4) $7.65; (5) $0.80; (6) $1.20; 

(7) $6; (9) $415.65. 

A. The Morris Plan Corporation of America, 
103 Park Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Bank holding company bills and 
similar legislation. 

E. (4) $7,148.20; (7) $377.69; (8) $504.25; 
(9) $8,030.14. 

A. Giles Morrow, 1111 E Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Freight Forwarders Institute. 
C. (2) Any legislation affecting freight 

forwarders. 
D. (6) $4,375.03. 
E. (5) $43.39; (6). $4.68; (7) $15.44; (9) 

$63.51. 

A. Harold G. Mosier, 610 Shoreham Building, 
Washtngton, D. C. 

B. Aircraft Industries Association of 
America, Inc., . 610 Shoreham Building, 
:Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation of interest to the 
aircraft manufacturing industry. 

D. (6) $3,750. 
E. (7) $918.04; (9) $918.04. 

A. William J. Mougey, 802 Ca.fritz Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. General Motors Corp., 3044 West Grand 
Boulevard, Detroit, Mich. 

1\. T. H. Mullen, 711 14th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. American Pulpwood Association, 220 
East 42d Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislative interests are those of 
employer. 

A. Allen P. MullinniX, 1616 I Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Retired Officers Association, 1616 I 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) .1 (3) The Retired Officer. 
D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Howard E. Munro, 901 Massachusetts 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Central Labor Union & Metal Trade 
Council of the Panama Canal Zone, Post 
Office Box 471, Balboa Heights, C. Z. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting A. F. of L. 
Union members employed on the Canal 
Zone. 

D. (6) $1,800 .. 
E. (3) $249.05; (5) $93.54; (6) $120.81; (7) 

$947.84; (9) $1,411.24. 

A. Walter J. Munro, Hotel Washington, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. 
C. (2) In the interest of favorable labor 

legislation. 

A. Dr. Emmett J. Murphy, 5737 13th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Chiropractic Insurance Co., 
National Building, Webster City, Iowa. 

C. (2) Legislative .interest of employer is 
to promote the welfare of its policyholders 
and prevent discrimination against the 
chiropractic profession. 

D. (6) ·$300. 
E. (8) $300; (9) $300. 

A. Ray Murphy, 60 John Street, New York, 
N. Y. 

B. Association of Casualty and Surety Co., 
60 John Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting casualty and 
surety companies. 

D. (6) $112.50. 

A. J. Walter Myers, Jr., Post Office Box 7284, 
Station C, Atlanta, Ga. 

B. Forest Farmers Association Coope;;.'ltive, 
P. 0. Box 7284, Station C, Atlanta, Ga. 

C. (2) 1956 Department of Interior and re
lated agencies appropriations bill. (3) The 
Forest Farmer • 

E. (6) $2; (7) $86.62; (9) $88.62. 

A. National Agricultural Limestone Institute, 
Inc., 619 F Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation which directly or in
directly affects the interests of agricultural 
limestone producers. 

D. (6) $1,874.86. 
E. (2) $1,500; (4) $200.41; (5) $138.45; 

(7) $36; (9) $1,874.86. 

A. National Association and Council of Busi
ness Schools, 60113th Street NW., Wash• 
ington 5, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation concerning education of 
all kinds particularly bills relative to GI edu
cation for Korean Veterans. 

D. (6) $8,205.77. 
E. (2) $1,200; (6) $33.24; (8) $51; (9) 

$1,284.24. 

A. National Association of Direct Selling Cos .. 
163-165 Center Street, Winona, Minn. 

C. (2) •1 

D. (6) $13,793.75. 
E . (4) $79.76; (9) $79.76. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec• 
retary. 
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A. National Association of Electric Cos., 1200 

18th Street NW., Washington, D. c. 
C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $98,417.22. 
E. (1) $2,532.91; (2) $22,456.79; (4) 

$648.91; (5) $1,602.78; (6) $406.42; (7) $1,-
153.34; (8) $809.14; (9) $29,610.29. 

. A. National Association of Frozen Food Pack
ers, 1415 K Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

A. The National Association of Independent 
Tire Dealers, Inc., 1012 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. · 

C. (2-) Statutes or bills which affect the 
interests of independent tire dealers. (3) 
Dealer news. 

D . (6) $30.61. 
l!!. (4) $30.61; (9) $30.61. 

A, National Association of Insurance Agents, 
96 Fulton Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Any legislation which affects, di
rectly or indirectly, local property insurance 
agents. 

D. (6) $3,070.25. 
E. (2) $3,489.24; (5) $601.75; (6) $275.37; 

(7) $318; (8) $119.60; (9) $4,803.96. 

A. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. . 

C. (2) All legislation pertaining to postal 
and Federal employees. 

D. (6) $330,710.59. 
E. (1) $600; (2) $3,600; (4) $336.40; (6) 

$974.19; (9) $5,510.59. 

A. National Association of Margarine Manu
facturers, Munsey Building, Washington, 
D. C. 

A. National Association of Mutual Savings 
Banks, 60 East 42d Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

C. (2) Legislation which mutual savings 
banks have an interest in supporting or 
opposing. 

D. (6) $128.77. 
E. (2) $86; (4) $39.77; (8) $3; (9) $128.77. 

A. National Association of Post Office and 
General Services Maintenance Employ
ees, 724 Ninth Street NW., Washington,-
D. C. . 

C. (2) Beneflci~l legislation affecting 
postal employees and General Services em
ployees. (3) The Post Office and Genei:al 
Services Maintenance News. 

D. (6) $14,122.42. 
E. (2) $893.73; (4) $183.33; (5) $155; (6) 

$47.89; (7) $179.21; (8) $115.84; (9) $1,575. 

A. National Association of Postal Supervi
sors, Post Office Box 2013, Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting postal em
ployees, including supervisors, and the postal 
service. (3) News Letters and The Postal 
Supervisor. 

- D. (6) $10,951.96. . 
E. (2) $2,562.50; (4) $4,246.96; (5) $300; 

(6) $400; (7) $184.59; (9) $7,694.05. 

A. National Association of Postmasters of 
the United States, 1111 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation appertaining to the 
United States postmasters. 

D. (6) $57,756.45. 
E. (2) $1,200; (5.) $6; (9) $1,206. 

A. National Association of Soil Conservation 
· Districts, League City, Tex. 
C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $1,478.37. 
E. (4) $193.33; (7) $300; (9) $493.33. 

. 1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

A. National Association of Storekeeper
Gaugers, 1218 Locust Avenue, Baltimore, 
Md. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting Federal classi
fied employees, and that in particular which 
would affect United · States Storekeeper
Gaugers. 

D. (6) $444.70. 
E. (2) $1,000; (9) $1,000 . 

A. National Association of Travel Organiza
tions, 1424 K Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the welfare of 
the travel industry. 

D. (6) $9,356.49. 
· E. (1) $180; (2) $375; (4) $22.50; (5) $90; 
(6) $15; (9) $682.50. 

A. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation directly affecting the 
food canning industry and oppositlon to any 
change in seasonal exemptions in the wage 
and hour law. 

D. (6) $203,853.57. . 
E. (2) $1 ,583.33; (4) $285.80; (7) $1,177.73; 

(8) $8.45; (9) $3,055.31. 

A. National Coal Association, 802 Southern 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All measures affecting bituminous 
coal industry. 

A. National Committee for Insurance Taxa
tion, 221 North La Salle Street, Chicago, 
m. . 

C. (2) Legislation as to the taxation of 
the income of fire and casualty insurance 
companies. (3) A Proposal for Federal In
come Taxation of Fire and Casualty Insur
ance Companies and Your Part in Fair Share 
Taxation of Fire and Casualty Insuran~e 
Companies. 

D. (6) $8,730.-
E. (2) $6,593.48; (8) $139.04; (9) $6,732.52. 

A. National Committee on Parcel Post Size 
and Weight Limitations, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Parcel post size and weight limita
tions. 

D. (6) $900. 
· E . (2) $975; (4) .244.44; (5) $4.34; (6) 
$4.06; (7) $108.21; (8) .53.80; (9) $1,389.85. 

A. National Committee of Shippers and Re-
eeivers, 100 Wes.t 31st Street, New York, 
N:Y. 

C. (2) Section 402 (c) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. 

D. (6) $150. 
E. (6) $1.63; (9) $1.63. 

A. National Conference for Repeal of Taxes 
on Transportation, Mathieson Building, 
Baltimore, Md. 

C. (2) Legislation which will repeal the 
existing excise taxes on the transportation 
of persons and property. 

D. (6) $720.26. 
E. (2) $27; (9) $27. ·· 

A. National Cotton Council of America, Post 
Office Box 18, Memphis, Tenn. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the raw cotton 
industry. 

D. (6) $2,899.35. 
E. (2) $2,045.14; (5) $199.80; (6) $14.34; 

(7) $640.07; (9) $2,899.35. 

A. National Council on Business Mail, Inc., 
105 West Monroe Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) All legislation relating to the postal 
service. 

D. (6) $1,440.87. 
E. (1) $975; (-1) $10.71; (6) $4.39; (7) 

$376.85; (8) $73.92; (9) $U40.87; (15) .1 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

A. National Economic Council, Inc., Empire 
State Building, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation that tends to support 
private enterprise and maintain American 
independence. 

D. (6) $2,319.72. 
E. (2) $500; (4) $1,423.30; (5) $100; (6) 

i25; (7) $82.46; (8) $25; (9) $2,155.76. 

A. National Electrical Contractors Associa
tion, Inc., 1200 18th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. -

C. (2) .1 (3) Newsletter and Qualified 
Contractor. 

A. National Electrical Manufacturers Asso
ciation, 155 East 44th Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

C . (2) Legislation with respect to imports 
of electrical products into the United States 
and safety devices for household refrigerators 
and freezers. 

D. (6) $529.30. 
- E. (2) $84.30; (4) $378.17; (7) $66.83; (9) 

$529.30. · · 

A. National Federation of Business and Pro
fessional Women's Clubs, Inc., 1790 
Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) .1 (3) Independent Woman. 
D. (6) $188.94. 
E. (2) $833.32; (4) $77.25; (5) $250; (6) 

$84; (8) $79.40; (9) $1,323.97. 

4. National Federation of Post Office Clerks, 
711 14th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation pertaining to postal 
service and the welfare of postal and Federal 
~mployees. (3) The Union Postal Clerk and. 
Federation News Service· Bulletin. 

D. (6) $167,320.50. 
E. (1) $600; (2) .7,506.60; (4) $9,120.99; 

(5) $380; (6) . '$1,663.40; (8) $3,326.44; (9) 
$22,597.45; (15) .1 

A. National Food Brokers Association, 527 
Munsey Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $1,339.50. . 
E. (2) $1,000; (4) , $309.50; .(5) . $30; (9) . 

$1,339.50; (15) .1 

A. National Housing Conference, 1129 Ver-
mont Avenue NW., Washington, D . C. 

C. (2) Housing legislation. 
D. (6) $16,606.38. 
E. (2) $7,108.07; (3) $43; (4) $1,648.98; 

(5) $1,238.59; (6) $411.0,4; (7) $665.65; (8) 
$3,505.16; (9) $14,620.49; (15) .1 

A. National Independent Meat Packers As
sociation, 740 11th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) Matters affecting meat packers. 
D. (6) $1,259.12. 
E. (2) $528.09; (3) $15; (4) $114.01; (5) 

$95.35; (6) $37.51; (7) .127.07; (8) $81.39; 
(9) •998.42; (15) .1 

A. National Institute of Diaper Services, Inc., 
67 West 44th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C . (2) Legislative interest to secure deduc
tions for income-tax purposes for amounts 
paid for antiseptic diaper services. 

A. National Live St.dck Tax Committee, 801 
East 17th Avenue, Denver, Colo. · 

C. (2) Taxation applicable to livestock 
operators. 
· D. (6) $1,942.96. 
1. - • ~ --·- ' 

A. National Lumber Manufacturers Associ
ation, 1319 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. . 

c. (2) All ·1egislation affecting the Inter
ests of the lumber manufacturing industry • 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 
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D. (6) $580.99. 
E. (9) $579.51. 

A. National Milk Producers Federation, 1731 
I street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that .may affect milk 
producers or the cooperatives through which 
they act together to process and market their 
milk. (3) News for Dairy Co-ops and the 
Alert. 

D. (6) $3,067.02 . . 
E. (2) $2,475; (4) $18; (6) $41.37; (7) 

$469.25; (8) $63.40; (9) $3,067.02. 

A. National Multiple Schlerosis Society, 270 
Park Avenue, New York City, N. Y. 

C. (2) Appropriations for public health. 
E. (1) $600; (7) $217.22; (9) '817 . .02. 

A. National Parking Association, Inc., 711 
14th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

A. National Postal Transport Association, 
1028 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

C. (2) Interested in all legislation applica
ble to postal transportation clerks. 

D. (6) $44,787.05. 
E. (2) $3,000; - (4) $985.48; (6) $154.94; 

(9) $4,140.42. 

A. National Reclamation Association, 897 
National Press Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

C. (2) All statutes relating to water and 
land conservation measures. 

D. (6) '8,025.55. 
E. (2) $5,981.53; (4) $2,264.04; (5) 

$1,553.22; (6) $281.16; (7) '859.46; (8) 
$538.73; (9) $11,478.14; (15) .1 

A. National Rehabilitation Association, 1025 
Vermont Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Welfare of the handicapped. (3) 
Journal of Rehabilitation. · 

D. (6) $1,594.80. 
E. (2) $420; (5) .$100; (6) $50; (7) $262; 

(9) $832. 

A. National Retail Dry Goods Association, 
100 West 31st Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) and (3).1 · 

D. (6) $4,125. 
E. (2) $3,375; (4) $284.36; . (5) $917.60; (7) 

$33.15; (8) $2.50; (9) $4,212.61; (15) .1 

A. National Rivers and Harbors Congress, 
1720 M Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All matters pertaining to river and 
harbor improvement, flood control, naviga
tion, irrigation, reclamation, soil and water 
conservation; and related subjects. 

D. (6) $13,534.99'. 
E. (1) $150; (2) $2,108.40; (3) $20; (4) 

$428.65; (5) $269.03; (6) $36.17; (7) $1,301.60; 
(8) $1,616.88; (9) $5,930.93; (15) .1 

A. National Rural Electrlc Cooperative As
sociation, 1303 New Hampshire Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting the rural
electrification program provided for under 
the REA act of 1936, as amended. · (3) Rural 
Electrification magazine. 

D. (6) $67,073.64. 
E. (9) $67,073.64. 

A. National Rural Letter Carriers' Associa
tion, 1040 Warner Building, Washing
ton, D. C. 

c. (2) All legislation under consideration 
in the Congress affecting postal employees. 
(3) The National Rural Letter Carrier. 

D. (6) $6,109.75. 
E. (1) $200; (2) $2,155.10; (4) $4,261.-17; 

(5) $329.79; (6) $243.51; (9) $6,989.87; (15) ,1 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

CI-476 

A. National Savings and· Loan League, 907 
Ring Building, 18th and. H Streets NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Support of- bills to improve facm
ties of savings and loan associations for en
couragement of thrift and home financing. 

D. (6) $231,691.20. 
E. (2) $850; (4) $531.40; (9) $1,381.40; 

(15) .1 

A. National Small Business Men's. Associa
tion, 2834 Central Street-, Evanston, Ill 

D. (6) $5,000. 
E. (2) $4,597.92; (5) $1,309.67; (6) $181.91; 

(9) $6,089.50. 

A. National Society of Professional Engi
neers, 1121 15th Street NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting the interests 
of professional engineers. (3) Legislative 
Bulletin. 

D. (6) $146,466. 
- E. (2) $1,183; (4) $403.48; (9) $1,586.48. 

A. National Tax Relief Coalition, L. S. Frank
lin, director, 2309 Pinecroft Road, 
Greensboro, N. C. 

C. (2) Tax limitation. 
D. (6) $-1,270. 
E. (2) $375; (5) $250; (7) $450; (9) $1,075. 

A. National Water Conservation Conference, 
341 Suburban Station Building, Phila
delphia, Pa. 

C. (2) All legislation relative to develop
ment, utilization and conservation of natural 
resources. 

D. {6) $30. 
E. (5) $490.24; (8) $2; (9) $492.24. 

A. National Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union. 

D. (6) $2,724.02. 
E. (2) $1,175; .(4) $21; (5) $396.86; (6) 

$37.62; (7) $190.53; (9) $1,821.01. 

A. National Wool Growers Association, 414 
Pacific National Life Building, Salt Lake 
City, Utah. 

C. (2) EXtension of Trade Agre~ment Act 
and amendment to Tariff Act of 1930, op

·posed. (3) Magazine for sheepmen. 
D. (6) $11,266. 
E. (2) $3,125; (6) $173.21; (7' $1,172.15; 

(8) $446.94; (9) $4,917.30; (15) .1 

A. Nation:-Wide Committee of Industry, Agri
culture and Labor, 815 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) H. R. 1. (3) .1 

D. (6) $10,200. 
E. (2) $8,692 .51; (4) · $1,448; (5) $562.03; 

(6) $591.56; (7) $343.72; (8) $1,297.85; (9) 
$12,935.67; ( 15) .1 

A. Robert R. Neal, 1701 K Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Bureau of Accident and Health Under
. writers, 60 John Street, New York, N. Y., and 
Health and Accident Underwriters Confer
ence, 208 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Any and all matters pertaining to 
the business of policyholders of accident and 
health insurance.1 

D. (6) $105.37. 

A. William S. Neal, 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Manufacturers, 
918 16th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

A. Alan M. Nedry, 1001 Connecticut Avenue, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Otis H. Ellis, general counsel, National 
Oil Jobbers Council, 1001 Connecticut Ave
nue, Washington, D. C. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

· C. (2) Interested in general legislative 
matters whlch might affect business inter
ests of independent oil jobbers. 

D. (6) $225. 
E. (9) $75. 

A. Samuel E. Neel, 1001 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C-. 

B. Mortgage Bankers Association of Amer
ica, 111 West Washington Street, Chicago, 
m . . 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting the mort
gage banking industry. 

D. (6) $6,081.68. 
E. (2) $39.90; (5) $1,509.95; (6) $352.25; 

(7) *469.48; (9) $2,331.68. 

A. New York and New Jersey Dry Dock Asso
ciation, 161 William Street, New York 
City, N. Y. 

C. (2) Generally legislation affecting the 
ship repair industry directly or indirectly. 

D. (6) $3,000. 
E. (2) "$2,500; (5) $357.97; (6) $11.51; (7) 

$235.52; (8) $55.93; (9) $3,138.93; (15) .1 

A. New York Stock Exchange, 11 Wall Street, 
New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Proposed Federal tax and other leg
islation affecting the interests of the New 
York Stock Exchange and its members. 

E. (2) $3,075; (7) $774.32; (9) $3,849.32. 

A. Niobrara, River Basin Development Asso
ciation, 3707 Woodley Road NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) Irrigation. 
D. (6) $1,250. 
E. ("2) $1,000; (6) $11.20; (7) $73.40; (9) 

$84.60. 

A. Russ Nixon, 930 F Street NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

B. United Electrical, Radio, and Machine 
Workers of America, 11 East 51 Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Support all legislation favorable to 
national peace, security, democracy, pros
perity, and the general welfare; oppose leg
islation detrimental to these objectives. 

D. (6) $1,170. 
E. (9) $260. 

A. Nordlinger, Riegelman, Benetar & Charney, 
420 Lexington Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

B. Silk .and Rayon Printers and Dyers Asso
ciation of America, Inc., 1450 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Seeks enactment of a law establish
ing qualities and standards. 

E. (7) $7.25; (8) $3.35; (9) $10.60. 

A. 0. L. Norman, 1200 18th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Electric Com
panies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

C. (2) ,1 

D. (6) $1,545. 
E. (7) $15.28; (8) $1.50; (9) $16.78. 

A. Robert H. North, 1105 Barr Building, 
Washington, D. c. 

B. International Association of Ice Cream 
Manufacturers. 

c. (2) Any legislation affecting the ice
cream industry. 

A. Harry E. Northam. 185 North Wabash 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Association of American Physicians and 
Surgeons, Inc .• 185 North Wabash Avenue, 
Chicago, Ill. 

c. (2) •1 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 
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A. Northern Hemlock and Hardwood Manu

facturers Association, Washington Build
ing, Oshkosh, Wis. 

c. (2) Taxation, forestry, and labor man
agement relations. 

D. (6) $100. 
E . (7) $148.15; (9) $148.15. 

A. E. M. Norton, 1731 I Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. National Milk Producers Federation, 
1731 I Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that may affect milk 
producers or the cooperatives through which 
they act together to process and market their 
milk. (3) News for Dairy Co-ops and the 
Alert. 

D. (6) $335.55. 
E . (7) $131.55; (8) $4; (9) $135.55, 

A. Frank Norton, Mercantile Securities 
Building, Dallas, Tex. 

B. Transportation Association of America, 
130 North Wells Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Charles E. Noyes, 270 Madison Avenue, 
New York, N. Y. 

B. American Institute of Accountants, 270 
Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting certified pub
lic accountants. 

D. (6) $1,000. 
E. (9) $7.50. 

A. John Lord O'Brian, 701 Union Trust Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Theodore Roosevelt Association, 28 East 
20th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) General interest is to protect the 
rights of the Theodore Roosevelt Association 
under the act of May 21, 1932. 

A. Edward H. O'Connor, 176 West Adams 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Insurance Economics Society of Amer
ica. 

C. (2) and (3) .1 

D. (6) $29,944.62. 

A. Herbert R. O 'Conor, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Merchant Marine Institute, 
Inc., 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D. C., 
and 11 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 
. C. (2) General legislative interest in sup

port of legislation favorable to maintenance 
of the American merchant marine. 

D. (6) $3,125. . 
E. (5) $675; (6) $94.50; (7) $382.45; (8) 

$99.75; (9) $1,251.70. 

A. Eugene O'Dunne, Jr., Southern Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Comite de Productores de Azucar, An
tonio Miro Quesada 376, Of. 504, Lima, Peru. 

C. (2) Amendment to Sugar. Act of 1948, 
as amended, to increase quota. 

A. Eugene O'Dunne, Jr., Southern Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Wool Manufac
turers, 386 Fourth Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) General interest in proposed legis
lation having direct or specific impact on the 
wool textile industry. 

D. (6) $5,000. 
E. (6) $38.86; (8) $10; (9) .$48.86. 

A. Ohio Railroad Association, 16 East Broad 
Street, Columbus, Ohio.· 

A. A. E. Oliver, 600 Hibbs Building, Washing
ton, D. C. 

B. Grain and Feed Dealers National Asso
ciation, 100 Merchants' Exchange Building, 
St. Louis, Mo. 

1 Not printed. Filed with the Clerk and 
Secretary, 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $48.10. 
E. (9) $4. 

A. Fred N. Oliver, 110 East 42d Street, New 
York, N. Y., and Investment Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Mutual Savings 
Banks, 60 East 42d Street, New York, N. Y. 

A. Robert Oliver, 718 Jackson Place NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Congress of Industrial Organizations, 
718 Jackson Place NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Support all legislation favorable to 
the national peace, security, democracy, pros
perity, and general welfare; oppose legisla
tion detrimental to these objectives. 

D. (5) $1,624.98. 
E. (7) $1,628.24; (9) $1,628.24. 

A. Clarence H. Olson, 1608 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. The American Legion, 700 North Penn-
sylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 

C. (2) .1 (3) American Legion magazine. 
D. (6) $2,370. 
E. (7) $22.51; (9) $22.51. 

A. Order of Railway Conductors and Brake
men, 0. R . C. and B. Building, Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa. . 

E. (2) $2,425; (5) $1,322.75; (6) $63 .07; (9) 
$3,810.82. 

A. Thomas R. Owens, 917 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. United Rubber, Cork, Linoleum, and 
Plastic Workers of America, High at Mill 
Street, Akron, Ohio. 

C. (2) Support all legislation favorable to 
the national peace, security, democracy, pros. 
perity, and general welfare; oppose all legis
lation detrimental to these objectives. 

·D. (5) $1,560. 
E. (7) $458.40; (9) $458 .40. 

A. Mrs. Theodor Oxholm, 19 East 92d Street, 
New York, N. Y. 

B. Spokesmen for Children, Inc., 19 East 
92d Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Federal legislation affecting mater
nal and child health and welfare. 

E. (9) $50.17 . 

A. Pacific American Tankship Association, 25 
California Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the merchant 
marine. 

D. (6) $200. 
E. (9) $1,625. 

A. Lovell H. Parker, 611 Colorado Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Maryland Electronic Manufacturing 
Corp., College Park, Md.; W. A. Shaeffer Pen 
Co., Fort Madison, Iowa; ·Pittsburgh Plate 
Glass Co., Pittsburgh, Pa.; and Record Indus
try Association of America, Inc., New York, 
N.Y. 

C. (2) Tax legislation affecting the pen 
and pencil industry, the plate-glass indus
try, the phonograph-record industry, and leg
islation dealing with excess-profits tax relief 
in hardship cases. 

D. (6) $4,000. 

A. Parker, Milliken & Kohlmeier, 650 South 
Spring Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. The Farmers and Merchants National 
Bank of Los Angeles, as trustee of the Mary 
Paula. Ball Trust, Fourth and Main Streets, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

C. (2) To establish the value at the date 
of death of Mary Paula Ball, deceased, as the 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre. 
tary. 

income tax basis for certain property in
cluded in ·· the estate ·of said decedent for 
Federal estate tax. 

A. P. T. Patterson, 5205 Sangamore Road, 
Glen Mar Park, Md. 

B. National Star Route Mail Carriers As
sociation, 301 East Capitol Street, Washing
ton, D. C. 

C. (2) To promote any bill of benefit to 
the association or individuals thereof. 
Against any bill not of benefit to the associa
tion or individuals thereof. (3) Star Carrier. 

A. James G. Patton. 
B. Farmers Educational and Cooperative 

Union of America (National Farmers Union), 
1575 Sherman Street, Denver, Colo., and 1404 
New York Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $1,250. 
E. (7) $657.49; (9) $657.49. 

A. Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison, 
1614 I Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. S. Gumbel Realty &. Security Co., Inc., 
New Orleans, La. 

C. (2) To obtain amendment to Internal 
Revenue Code dealing with corporate distri
butions. 

D. (6) $2,000. 
E. (6) $31.02; (7) $49.78; (9) $80.78. 

A. Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison, 
1614 I Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Committee for Insurance Tax
ation, 221 North LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation as to the taxation of the 
Income of fire and casualty insurance com
panies. 

D. (6) $:J,750. 
E. (6) $83.83; (7) $273.73; (8) $50.62; (9) 

$408.18. 

A. Edmund W. Paven.stedt, 14 Wall Str~et, 
New York, N. Y. . 

B. Estate of Edward F. Pipe. 
C. (2) To amend section 812 (e) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1939. 
E. (7) $58.26; (9) $58.26. 

A. Albert A. Payne, 1737 K Street NW., Wash-
ington, D. C. . 

B . Realtors' Washington Committee of the 
National Association of Real Estate Boards, 
1737 K Street NW., Washington, D. c: 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting the real 
estate industry. 

n: (6) $2,650. 
E. (6) $5.20; (7) $133.91; (8) $50.25; (9) 

$189.36. 

A. Catherine A. Pearce, 130 North Wells 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Transportation Association of America, 
130 North Wells Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Hugh Peterson, Ailey, Ga. 
B. Georgia Power Co., 75 Marietta Street, 

Atlanta, Ga. 
D. (6) $3,750. 
E. (8) $645; (9) $645. 

A. J. Hardin Peterson, Cochrane Building, 
Lakeland, Fla. 

B. Florida Citrus Mutual. 
c. (2) Interested in any legislation that 

affects the citrus industry. 
D. (6) $2,499.99. 
E. (5) $40; (6) $1.11; (8) $1.08; (9) $42.19. 

A. J. Hardin Peterson, Cochrane Building, 
Lakeland, Fla. . 

B. Gene Balentine, Brooksville, Fla. 
C. (2) A bill for the relief of Irene Guay 

Salentine, or similar legislation. 

. 1.Not .printed . . Filed with Clerk and-Secre
tary. 
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·· D. (6) $100. 

E. ·(5) $6.50; (8) $1.98; (9) $8.48. 

A. J. Hardin Peterson, Cochrane Building, 
Lakeland, Fla. 

B. Tomoka Land Co., ·Sebring, Fla. 

A. J. Hardin Peterson, Cochrane Building, 
Lakeland, Fla. 

B. West Coast Navigation District, Court
house, Bradenton, Fla. -

C. (2) Any river and harbor bill affecting 
the intercoastal west coast waterway. 

D. (6) f600. 
E. (5) $10; (6) $3.30; (8) $0.60; (9) $13.90. 

A. Albert Pike, Jr., 488 Madison Avenue, New
York, N. Y. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
488 Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation which might affect the 
welfare of policyholders and annuitants. 

D. (6) $60. 

A. Milton M. Plumb, 718 Jackson Place NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Congress of Industrial Organizations. 
C. (2) Legislative interests of the CIO. 
D. (6) $1,899.96. 
E. (6) $9.60; ('l) $153.95; (8) $62.22; (9) 

$225.77. 

A. Pope Ballard & Loos, 707 Munsey Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Committee Representing American 
Fluorspar Producers, care of J. Blecheisen, 
Rosiclare, Ill. · 
· C. (2) Tariff, customs, and foreign-trade 
legislation. 

E. (2) $24; (6) $11.78; (7) $35.75; (8) 
$7.29; (9) $78.82. 

A. Pope Ballard & Loos, 707 Munsey Building, 
Washington, D. C. · · 

B. Pin, Clip· & Fa.sterner Association, 74 
Trinity Place, New York, N. Y. · 

C. (2) Tariff, customs, and foreign-trade 
legisladon generally. · 

E. (4) $8.16; (6) $5.56; (7) $12.70; (8) 
$1.20; (9) $27.62. 

A. Pope Ballard & Loos, 707 Munsey Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Sunkist Growers, Inc., and California 
Walnut Growers Association, Los Angeles, 
Calif.; Northwest Nut Growers, Portland, 
Oreg., and california Almond Growers Ex-
change, Sacramento, Calif. · 

C. (2) Agricultural and farmer coopera
tive matters, ·tariff, customs, and foreign
trade legislation generally. 

D. (6} $1,300. 
E. (4) $1.02; (6) $2.09; (7) $8o:49; (8) 

$3.60; (9) $87.20. 

A. Frank M. Porter, 50 West 50th Street, 
New York, N. Y. 

B. American Petroleum Institute, 50 West 
50th Street, New York, N. Y. 

A. S~nley I. Posner and Bernard H. Ehrlich, 
1367 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D .. C. 

B. National Institute of Diaper Services, 
Inc.; 67 West 44th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Deductions for income-tax pur
poses for amounts paid for .antiseptic diaper 
services. 

A. William I. Powell, Ring Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. American Mining Congress, Ring Build-
1ng, Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Measures affecting mining. 
D. (6) $1,125. 
E. (7) $18.60; (9) $18.60. 

A. William H. Press, 1616 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Washington Board of Trade, 1616 K 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the District 
of Columbia. of interest to the Washington 
Board of Trade. 

D. ( 6) $4,500. 

A. Allen Pretzman, 50 West Broad Street, 
Columbus, Ohio. 

· B. Scioto-Sandusky Conservancy District, 
50 West Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio. 

A. Harry E. Proctor, 1110 Investment Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Mutual Savings 
Banks, 60 East 42d Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. ( 2) To amend the Home Owners Loan 
Act and control bank holding companies. 

D . (6) $86. 
E. (7) $3; (9) $3. 

A. The Proprietary Association, 810 18th 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Measures affecting the proprietary 
medicines industry. (3) Legislative bulle
tins. 

E. (7) $25; (9) $25. 

A. The Prudential Insurance Company of 
America, 763 Broad Street, Newark, N. J. 

C. (2) General interest in all legislation 
affecting the business of the .company. · 

E. (2) $6,600; (6) $3.79; (7) $948.66; (9) 
$7,452,45. 

A. Ganson Purcell, 910 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Insular Lumber Co., 1406 Locust Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

C. (2) Foreign commerce of the United 
States, including tax and tariff legislation. 

E. (6) $3.86; (8) $29.97; (9) $33.83. 

A. Alexander Purdon, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Committee or- American Steamship 
Lines,. 1701 K street NW., Washington, D. c .. 

C. (2) General legislation ·in connection 
with the promotion and advancement of the 
American merchant marine. 

D. (6) $843.75. 
E. (7) $241.94;. (9) $241.94. 

A. Charles E. Purdy, 1370 · National Press 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. American Federation Of the Physically 
Handicapped, Inc., 1370 National Press 
Building, Washington, :O. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to benefit handicapped. 
D. (6) $1,4~. 

A. Edmund R. Purves; 1735 New York Ave
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Institute of Archit.ects, 1735 
New York Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation relating to architectural 
profession. (3) Federal aid for school con
struction. · 

D. (6) $200. 
E. (4) $35;· (6) $15; (7) $50; (9) $100. -

A. C. · J. Putt, 920 Jackson Street, Topeka, 
Kans. 

B. The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railway Co., 920 Jackson Street, Topeka, 
Kans. 

c. (2) General legislative interest in mat
ters affecting railroads. 

A. Luke C. Quinn, Jr., 1001 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington. D. C. 

B. American Cancer Society, 621 West 57th 
Street, New York, N. Y.; United Cerebral 
Palsy Association, 369 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, N. Y.; Arthritis and Rheumatism 
Foundation, 23 West 45th Street, New York, 
N. Y.; and National Multiple Sclerosis SO
ciety, 270 Park Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

c. (2) Public health. 
D. (6) $8,199.97. 
E. (2) $921; (5) $1,404.70; (6) $284.87; (7) 

$2,848.39; (9) $5,458.96. 

A. F. Miles Radigan, 1200 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of . Electrical 
Companies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

C. (2).1 

D. (6) $102.50. 
E. (7) $91.52; (9) $91.52. 

A. Alex Radin, 1757 K Street NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

B. American Public Power Association, 
1757 K Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting the gener
ation, transmission and distribution of elec
trical energy by local publicly owned electric 
systems, and the management and operation 
0f such systems. 

D. (6) $2,625. 

A. Mrs. Richard G. Radue, 3406 Quebec 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Congress of Parents and 
Teachers, 700 North Rush Stzeet, Chicago, 
Ill. 
· C. (2) Legislative interests are concerned 
with measures which affect the welfare of 
children and youth. 

A. Railroad Pension Conference, Post Office 
Box 798, New Haven, Conn. 

C. (2) For enactment of 30-year retire
ment regardless of age at half-pay based on 
5 years of highest earnings, maximum $200 
a month. (3) Pension News Bulletins. 

D. (6) $337.79. 
E. (1) $7; (4) $75.44; (5) $181.48; (7) 

$38.30; (8) $7.36; (9) $309.58. 

A.. Railway Labor Executives• Association, 10 
Independence Avenue SW., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2} All legiolation affecting railroad 
labor. · 

A. Alan T. Rains, 777 14th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. United Fresh Fruit and Vegetable As
sociation, 777 14th Street; NW., Washington, 
D. C.' . 
-. C. · (2) Legislation· affecting the market

ing and distribution of fresh fruits and vege• 
ta.bles. 

A. DeWitt C. Ramsey, 610 Shoreham Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Aircraft Industries Association of 
America, Inc., 610 Shoreham Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

c. (2) Legislation affecting the aviatiOI\ 
industry. 

·A. Otie M. Reed, 1107 19th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. The Joint Committee of the National 
Creameries Association . and the American 
Butter Institute, 1107 19th Street NW .. 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that may affect 
milk producers and dairy products manu
facturing firms. 
, D. (6), $1,875. . . 

E . . (1) $345.31; (2) $375; (4) $229.63; (5) 
$498.84; (6) $172.29; (7) $578.16; (8) $611.34; 
(9) $2,810.56. 

A. Regular Common Carrier Conference of 
American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1424 16th NW., Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Protection and fostering of the in
terest of federally regulated motor cc:>mmon 
carriers of general commodities. (3) Com
mon Carrier Washington News Letter and 
Common Carrier Bulletin. 

D. (6) $1,863.24. 
E. (2) $1,075; (4) $738.24; (5) $50; (9) 

$1,863.24. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 
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A. James Francis Reilly, 1625 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Potomac Electric Power Co., 929 E Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation which might affect 
Potomac Electric Power Co. 

E. (6) $10; (7) $134.50; (8) $25; (9) 
$169.50. 

A. Nicolas Reisin!, 11 West 42d Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

C. (2) S. 1195. 

A. Reserve Officers Association of the United 
States, 2517 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation • for development of a. 
mllitary policy for the United States which 
wlll guarantee adequate national security. 
(3) The Reserve Officers and ROA Washing
ton Newsletter. 

A. Retired Officers Association, 1616 I Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Any and all legislation pertinent to 
the rights, benefits, privileges and obliga
tions of retired officers, ma.le and female, 
Regular and Reserve, and their dependents 
and survivors. (3) The Retired Officer. 

D. (6) $35,311.68. 

A. Retirement Federation of Civil Service 
Employees of the United States Govern
ment, 900 F Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

C. (2) Retention and improvement of the 
Civil Service Retirement and United States 
Employees• Compensation Acts. 

D. (6) $8,339.82. 
E. (2) $3,210.95; (4) $634; (5) $386.89; (6) 

$34.77; (7) $116.05; (8~ $1,603.06; (9) 
$5,985.72. 

A. John Arthur Reynolds, 683 Cortland 
Avenue, Fresno,_Calif. 

B. Western Cotton Grower's Association of 
California, 2261 F Street, Bakersfield, Calif. 

C. (2) Securing equitable cotton acreage 
allotment for California. · 

D. (6) $3,000. 

A. Hubert M. Rhodes, 740 11th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. · 

B. Credit Union National Association, 
Inc., 1617 Sherman Avenue, Madison, Wis. 

c. (2) Legislation atrecting credit unions: 
D. (6) $533.33. 
E. (8) $4.70; (9) , $4.7!). 

A. Andrew E. Rice, 1830 Jefferson Place NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Veterans Committee, Inc., 
1830 Jefferson Place NW., Washington, D. q. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the general 
welfare, especially in the fields of interna
tional affairs, civil rights and liberties, and 
veterans benefits. 

D. (6) $830.76. 
E. (6) $31.24; (7) $31.2~; •(9) $62.48; (11) 

$62.48. 

A. Roland Rice, 618 Perpetual Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Regular Common Carrier Conference of 
the American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1424 16th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Protection and fostering of the 
interests of federally regulated motor com
mon carriers. 

D. (6) $525. 

A. Riegelman, Strasser & Spiegelberg, 810 
18th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Blackfeet Thibe, Browning, Mont. 
C. (2) All legislation of concern to Indians 

as such and the Blackfeet Tribe in particular. 

A. Riegelman, Strasser & Spiegelberg, 810 
18th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. The Hualapai Tribe of the Hualapal 
Reservation. 

C. (2) All legislation of concern to Indians 
as such and the Hualapai Tribe in particular. 

A. Riegelman, Strasser & Spiegelberg, 810 
18th Street NW., Washington, D. C. · 

B. The Oglala Sioux Tribe of the Pine 
Ridge Reservation, Pine Ridge, S. Dak. 

C. (2) All legislation of concern to Indians 
as such and the Oglala Sioux Tribe in par
ticular. 

A. Riegelman, Strasser & Spiegelberg, 810 
18th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B . . Pueblo of Laguna, Laguna, N. Mex. 
C. (2) All legislation of concern to Indians 

as such and the Pueblo of Laguna in particu
lar. 

A: Riegelman, Strasser & Spiegelberg~ 810 
18th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. The San Carlos Apache Tribe, San Car
los, Ariz. 

C. (2) All legislation. of concern to Indians 
as such and the San Carlos Tribe in par
ticular. 

A. Riegelman, Strasser & Spiegelberg, 810 
18th Street NW., ·Washington, D. C. 

B. Winnebago Tribe ·of Nebraska, Winne
bago, Nebr. 

C. (2) All legislation of concern to Indians 
as such and the Winnebago Tribe in pat
ticular. 

A. Siert F. Riepma, Munsey· Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Margarine Man
ufacturers. 

A. George D; Riley, 901 Massachusetts Ave
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Federation of Labor, 901 Mas
sachusetts Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All bllls affecting the welfare of the 
country generally and specifically bills af
fecting workers. 

D. (6) $2,795. . 
E. (6) $23; (7) $310.25; (8) $52.75; (9) 

$386. 

A. E. W. Rising, 1215 16th Street NW., Wash- · 
ington, D. C. . -

B. National Water Conservation Confer
ence. 

C. (2) All legislation relative to develop
ment, utilization and conservation of natural 
resources. 

E. '(2) $231; (4) $63.66; (5) $118; (6) 
$18,94; (7) $55; (9) $486,00A 

A. E. W. Rising, 1215 16th Street NW., Wash-
ington, D. C. . 

B. Western Beet Growers Association, Post 
Office Box 742, Great Falls, Mont. 
. C. (2) Legislation that may affect or limit 
the right of the American farmer to grow and 
market sugarbeets. 

D. (6) $500. 
E. (2) $37.85; (4) $95.71; (5) $77.03; (6) 

$24.19; (7) $276.10; (9) $510.88. 

A. Paul H. Robbins, 1121 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. · 

B. National Society of Professional Engl• 
neers, 1121 15th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting the inter• 
ests of professional engineers. (3) Legisla• 

·t1 ve · Bulletin. 
. D. (6) $250.' 

A. Charles A. Robinson, Jr., 1303 New Hamp
shire Avenue NW., .Washington, D. C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, 1303 New Hampshire Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting the :,;-ural
electrification program provided for under 
the ·Rural E'lectrification Act of 1936 as 
amended. (3) Rural Electrification. 

D. (6) $1,835.38. 

A. Frank W. Rogers, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washjngton, D. C. 

B. Western .Oil and Gas Association, 510 
West Sixth Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 

C. (2) Federal legislation affecting the 
petroleum industry in Washington, Oregon, 
California, Arizona, and Nevada. 

D. (6) $3,300. 
E. (4) $40.25; (7) $330.13; (9) $370.38. 

A. Watson Rogers, 527 Munsey Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Food Brokers Association, 527 
Munsey Building, Washington, D. c. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. George B. Roscoe, 1200 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Electrical Contractors Asso
ciation, Inc., 1200 18th Street NW., Wash-
ington, D. C. ·· 

C. '(2) Legislation' tha:t affects the building 
construction and electrical industries. (3) 
News Letter and Qu~l~fied Contractor. 

A. Delbert L. Rucker, 616 Investment Bu.ild
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. The National . Fertilizer Association, 
Inc., 616 Investment Building, )Vash\ngton, 
D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that might affect 
the manufacture or· distribution of fertilizerl 
or the general agricu.ltural economy. · 

D. (6) $25. . 

A. Albert R. Russell, 162 Madison Avenue, 
Memphis, .Tenn.. · I 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 18, Memphis, Tenn. 

C. (2) The National Cotton Council of 
America favors such action on any -legisla
tion affecting the raw cotton industry as will 
promote the purposes for which the council 
is organized. ' 

E. (9) $25'6.53. 

A. Francis M. Russell, 1625 K Street NW.1 

• Washington, D. C. 
B. National Broadcasting Co., Inc·., 1625 

K Street NW., Washington, D. C. 
C. (2) Legislation affecting National 

Broadcasting Co., Inc., and/or affiliated com
panies. 

E. (9) $167. 

A. Horace Russell, 221 North La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

B. United ·States·savings and Loan League, 
221 North La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. ( 2) Legislation directly or indirectly 
affecting the savings and loan business. 

D. (6) $4,125. . 
E. (9) $105.59. 

A. M. o. Ryan, 77714th Street NW., Washing• 
ton, D. C. 

B. American Hotel Association, 221 West 
57th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Any and all b11ls a'nd statutes of 
interest to the hotel industry. 

D. (6) $3,750. 
E. (9) ' $334.45. 

r -~ . 
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A. William H. Ryan, 1029 yermont Avenue 

NW., :Waf?hington, D. C. 
B. District Lodge No. 44, International _As

sociation of Machinists, 1029 Ver.mont Ave
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting working con
ditions of Government employees, and inci
dentally organized labor in general. 

D. (6) $2,250. 
E. (9) $60. 

A. Gene Balentine, Brooksville, Fla. 
C. (2) A bill for the relief of Irene Guay 

Salen tine. 
E. (9) $100. 

A. Robert A. Saltzstein, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Smaller Magazines Postal Committee, 
654 Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

c. (2) Interested in matters affecting sec
ond-class postal rates. 

D. (6) $1,250.01. 
E. (4) $27.34; (6) ~36.86; (7) $62.87; (9) 

$127.07. 

A. Kimball Sanborn, 705 Transportation 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting railroads. 
E. (9) $535.20, 

A. L. R. Sanford, 21 West Street, New York, 
N. Y. 

B. Shipbuilders Council of America, 21 
West Street, New York, N. Y. 

E. (9) $180. 

A. John T. Sapienza, 701 Union Trust Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Fulton Land and Timber Co., 711 Or-
chard Road, Hagerstown, Md. .. 

c. (2) Depletion provisions of the Internal 
Revenue Code. · 

D. (6) $250. 

A. John T. Sapienza, 701 Union Trust Build-
. ing, Washington, D. C. · 

B. Lessees of B. v. Hedrick Gravel & Sand 
Co., Lilesv:ille, N. C. 

C. (2) Depletion provisions of the Internal 
Revenue Code. 

D. (6) $1,357.50. 

A. John T. Sapienza, 701 Union Trust Build
ing, Washington, D. C. · 

B. Hudson Bay Mining ·& Smelting Co., et 
al.1 

C. (2) .1 

E. (9) $1.65. 

A. Harrison Sasscer, 1201 16t.h Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Division of Legislation and Federal Re
lations, National Education Association of 
the United States, 1201 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Bills pending before the Congress 
relating to public education. 

D. (6) $182.25, 
E. (9) $7. 

A. Satterlee, Warfield & Stephens, 49 Wall 
Street, New York, N. Y. 

B. American Nurses' Association, 2 Park · 
Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation relating to nurses, nurs
ing, or health. (3) The American Journal 
of Nursing. 

D. (6) $2,300, 
E. (9) $43.74. 

A. James J. Saxon, 730 15th Street NW .• 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American ' Bankers Association, 12 East 
36th Street, New York, N. Y. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and 
Secretary. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the banking 
industry. 

A. Schoene & Kramer, 1625 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Railway Labor Executives' Association, 
10 Independence Avenue SW., Washington, 
D. C. 
· C. (2) H. R. 4744 and S. 1589. 

A. Rosario Scibilia, 378 Avenue T, Brooklyn, 
N.Y. 

B. Catholic War Veterans of the United 
States of America, 1012 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) .1 

E. (4) $69.80; (6) $24; (7) $158; (8) $61; 
(9) $313.80. 

A. Jack Garrett Scott, 839 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Motor Bus Op
erators. 

C. (2) All proposed legislation which would 
affect the intercity motor bus industry. 

A. Mildred Scott, National Press Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Federation of the Physically 
Handicapped, Inc., 1370 National Press Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to tienefit handicapped. 
D. ( 6) $1,483. 

A. Durward Seals, 777 14th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. United Fresh Fruit and Vegetable As
sociation, 777 14th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

C. (2) Interested in any legislation affect
ing the marketing and distribution of fresh 

A. Robert H. Shields, 920 Tower Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. United States Beet Sugar Association, 
920 Tower Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Interested in any legislation af
fecting sugar, particularly the Sugar Act of 
1948 and related legislation. 

D. (6) $10,000. 

A. Earl C. Shively, 16 East Broad Street, Co
lumbus, Ohio. 

B. The Ohio Railroad Association, 16 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting railroad inter
ests. 

A. Charles B. Shuman, 2300 Merchandise 
Mart, Chicago, Ill. · 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation. 
D. (6) $1,250. 

A. Sierra Talc & Clay Co., Post Office Box 390, 
South Pasadena, Calif. 

C. (2) H. R. 8300, covering percentage de
pletion of talc. 

E. (2) $3,750; (6) $14.79; (9) $3,764.79. 

A. Silk & Rayon Printers & Dyers Associa-. 
tion of America, Inc., 1450 Broadway, 
New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Seeks enactment of a law establish-
ing qualities and standards. . 

E. (7) $153.12; (8) $4.60; (9) $157.72. 

A. Six Agency Committee, 909 South Broad
way, Los Angeles, Calif. 

C. (2) Legislation relating to reclamation 
and water resources policy, 

D. (6) $10,000. 
E. (2) $8,427.50; (8) $89.53; (9) $8,517.03; 

(15)~ · 

fruits and vegetables. · A. Stephen Slipher, Pennsylvania Building, 

A.: Hollis M. Seavey, 532 Shoreham Building,. 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Clear Channel Broadcasting Service, 532 
. Shoreham Buildit1g, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) .1 

E. (7) $37.25; (9) $37.?5; (15) .1 

A Harry See, 10 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. 
C. (2) Advocating legislation favorable to 

railroad labor and opposing unfavorable leg-
islation. · · 

E. (9) $28.05. 

A. A. Manning Shaw, Washington Loan and 
Trust Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Brown, Lund & Fitzgerald, Washington 
Loan and Trust Building, Washington, D. C., 
for National Association of Electric Com
panies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washi~gton, 
D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that might affect 
the members of the NAEC. 

D. (6) $3,793.99. 

A. Leander I. Shelley, 30 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. American Association of Port Authori
ties and Airport Operators Council, Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) .1 

D . (6) $375. 
E. (9) $258.50, 

A.. Bruce E. Shepherd, 488 Madison Avenue, 
New York, N. Y. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
488 Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation which might affect the 
welfare of policyholders and annuitants. 

D. (6) $125. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

Washington, p. C. 
B. Unit.ed States Savings & Loan League, 

221 North ;La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 
C. (2) Interested in Jegislation a~ecting 

savings and loan, housing, . home financing, 
thrift and financial institutions. 

D. (6) $1,750. 
E. (9) $19.05. 

A. Smaller Magazines Postal Committee, 654 
Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Interested in matters affecting sec
ond-class postal rates. 

D. (6) $4,533.50. 
E. (2) $2,049.51; (4) $234.15; (6) $41.02; 

(7) •105.90; (8) $2; (9) $2,432.58. 

A. Elizabeth A. Smart, 144 Constitution Ave
nue NE., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Woman's ~istian Temper
ance Union, 1730 Chica,go Avenue, Evanston, 
Ill. ' 

C. (2) Legislation dealing with alcohol, 
narcotics, international relations, women, 
and childr~n.1 

D. (6) $606.12. 
E. (5) $109.89; (6) $50.46; (8) $4.93; (9) 

$165.28. 

A. Anthony W. Smith, 718 Jackson Place NW., 
Washington, D. C. . 

B. Congress of Industrial . Organizations, 
718 Jackson Place NW., W8.!>hington, D. c. 

A. James R. Smith, 719 Omaha National 
Bank Building, Omaha, Nebr. 

B. Mississippi Valley Association, 1978 
Railway Exchange Building, St. Louis, Mo. 

C. (2) Legislation relating to river and 
harbor maintenance and improvement; the 
American merchant marine; soil conser'va
tion; flood control; regulation of domestic 
transportation. 

D. (6) $2,400. 
E. (9) $265.77. 

1 Not printed. 
retary. 

Filed with Clerk and Sec-
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A. Lloyd W. Smith, 416 Shoreham Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
B. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 

Co., 547 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, . 
Ill.; and Great Northern Railway Co., 175 
East Fourth Street, St. Paul, Minn. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting directly or 
indirectly the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad Co. and the Great Northern Rail
way Co. 

D. (6) $3,675. 

A. Purcell L. Smith, 1200 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Electric Com
panies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) •1 

D. (6) $3,750. 
E. (9) $261.60. 

A. Sylvester C. Smith, Jr., 763 Broad Street, 
Newark, N. J. 

B. Prudential Insurance Company ~f 
America, 763 Broad Street, Newark, N. J. 

c. (2) General interest in all legislation 
affecting the business of the company. 

A. J. D. Snyder, 1040 La Salle Hotel, Chicago, 
Ill. 

B. Illinois Railroad Association, 33 South 
Clark Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting railroads. 
D. (6) $825. 

A. Stanley L. Sommer, 612 Albee Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Rowe-Doherty Associates, 51 East .42d 
Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the domestic 
Jeweled watch industry. 

D. (6) $500. 
E. (4) $100; (5) $70; (7) $100; (9) $170. 

A. Southern States Industrial Council, 1103 
Stahlman Building, Nashville, Tenn. 

C. (2) Support of legislatio~ favorable to 
free-enterprise system and opposition to 
legislation unfavorable to that system. 

D. ( 6) $48,051. 
E. (2) $16,237.50; (4) $6,063.63; (5) $1,-

768.14; (6) $127.69; (7) $300.21; (8) $762.18; 
(9) $25,259.35. 

A. Lyndon Spencer, 305 Rockefeller Building, 
Cleveland, Ohio. · · 

B. Lake Carriers' Association, 305 Rocke
feller Building, Cleveland, Ohio. 

A. Spokesmen for Children, Inc., 19 East 92d 
Street, New Y:>rk, N. Y. " 

C. (2) Federal legislation affecting ma
ternal and child health and welfare. 

D. (6) $1,208.20. . 
E . (1) $75; (4) $66.39; (5) $161.76; (6) 

$9.79; (7) $54.50; (9) $367.44; (15).1 

A. Thomas G. Stack, 1104 West 104th Place, 
Chicago, Ill. 

B. National RR Pension Forum, Inc., 1104 
West 104th Place, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) All bills relative to improving and 
increasing benefits under tlie RR Retirement 
Act. (3) Rail Pension News. 

D. (6) $1,500. 
E. (1) $214.50; (2) $1,500; (4) $1,438; (6) 

$52.20; (7) $477.42; (9) $3,682.12. 

A. Howard M. Starling, 837 Washington 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. ~ociation of Casualty and Surety Co .• 
60 John Street, New York, N. Y. · 

C. (2) Legislation affecting casualty and 
surety companies. · 

D. (6) $150. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

A. Samuel Elliot Stavisky, 9307 Singleton 
Drive, Bethesda, Md. 

B. Asociacion de Colonos de Cuba, Agra
monte 465, Havana, Cuba; and Asociacion 
Nacional de Hacendados de Cuba, Agramonte 
465, Havana, Cuba. 

C. (2) Anything which pertains to sugar 
or trade with Cuba. 

D. (6) $3,750. 
E. (5) $3,063.66; (7) $1,H4.21; (8) $84.47; 

(9) $4,292.34. 

A. Mrs. Nell F. Stephens, P. 0. Box 6234, 
Northwest station, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Health, education and welfare. 

A. Russell M. Stephens, 900 F Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Federation of Technical En
gineers, 900 F Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All bills of interest to technical en
gineers, especially those engineers employed 
by the United .States Government. 

D. (6) $240. 
E. (9) $20. 

A. William T. Stephens, 505 Washington 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Nationwide Trailer Rental System, 519 
South Broadway, Wichita, Kans. 

C. (2) General legislation affecting the 
utility trailer industry. 

A. Charles T. Stewart, 1737 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Real Estate 
Boards, 22 West Monroe Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Any legislation atiecting the real 
estate industry. 

D. (6) $4,255.92. 
E. (7) $479.67; (8) $26.25; (9) $505.92. 

A. Erskine Stewart, 711 14th Street NW .• 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National RetaU Dry Goods Association, 
100 West 31st Street, New York, N. Y. 

c. (2).1 

D. (6) $375. 
E. (9) $1.25. 

A. Edwin L. Stoll, 1737 K Street NW., Wash• 
ington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Real Estate 
Boards, 22 West Monroe Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting the real
estate industry. 

D. (6) $2,739.59. 
~- (7) $44.64; (8) $44.95; (9) $89.59. 

A. Mrs. Joseph Mills Stoll, 4001 61st Street, 
Brookmont, Washington, D. C. 

B. Spokesmen for Chlldren, Inc., 19 East 
92d Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Federal legislation affecting ' ma
. ternal and child health and welfare. 

E. (4) $8.07; (5) $9.90; (6) $19.54; (7) 
$36.28; (9) $73.79. 

A. Sterling F. Stoudenmire, Jr., 61 St. Joseph 
Street, Mobile, Ala. · 

B. Waterman Steamship Corp., 61 St. Jo
seph Street, Mobile, Ala. 

C. (2) ~y legislation affecting .the Amer
ican merchant marine and transportation 
generally. · 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. Paul A. Strachan, 1370 National Press 
Building, Washington, D: c. · 

B. American Federation of the Physically 
Handicapped, Inc., 1370 National Press Build- · 
ing, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to benefit handicapped. 
D. ( 6) $1,483. 
E. (4) $80.15; (6) $45; (9) $125.15. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

A. O. R. Strackbein, 400 Bowen Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. America's Wage Earners' Protective 
Conference, 400 Bowen Building, Washing
ton, D. C . 

. D. (6) $3,692.32. 

A. O. R. Strackbein, 400 Bowen Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. International Allied Printing Trades 
Association, Box 728, Indianapolis, Ind. 

D. (6) $625. 
E. (3) $15. 

A. 0. R. Strackbein, 815 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Nation-Wide Committee of Industry, 
Agriculture, and Labor on Import-Export 
Policy, 815 15th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

- D. (6) $3,875. 

A. William C. Stronach, 20 North Wacker 
· Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

B. American College of Radiology, 20 North 
Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 
· C. (2) Legislation affecting the practice 

of medicine and all · national health insur
ance legislation. 

A. Arthur D. Strong, 1034 Midland Bank 
Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 

B. Upper Mississippi Waterway Association, 
1034 Midland Bank Building, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $1,215. · 

A. Arthur Sturgis, Jr., 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Retail Federation, 1625 I 
Street NW., Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the retail in-
dustry.1 , 

D. (6) $625. 
E. (9) $6.50. 

A. J. E . Sturrock, Post Office Box 2084, Capitol 
Station, Austin, Tex. 

B. · Texas Water Conservation Association, 
Post Office Box 2084, Capitol Station, Austin, 
Tex. · 

C. (2) Legislation concerning the develop. 
ment, conservation, protection, and utiliza
tion of Texas land and water resources 
through existing State and Federal· agencies. 
(3) Texas water. · 

D. (6) $1,800. 
E. (2) $59.30; (5) $20.95; (7) $178.25; (8) 

$387.33; (9) $645.83. 

A. Noble J. Swearingen, 1790 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. National Tuberculosis Association, 1790 
Broadway, New York, N. Y . 

C. (2) Legislation affecting general public 
health, tuberculosis 1n particular. 

D. (6) $506.25. _ . . "'• 
E. (4) $40.50; (7) $50.02; (9) $90.52. 

A. Charles P. Taft, 1025 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Legislative Committee of the Commit
tee for a National Trade Policy, 1025 Con
necticu~ Avenue NW., Washington, D_. C. 

C. (2) Legislation relating to foreign eco
nomic policy. (3) Educational pamphlets. 

D. (6) $775. 

A. Glenn J. Talbott. 
B. Farmers Educational and Cooperative 

Union of America (National Farmers Union). 
1404 New York Avenue NW., , Washington, 
D. C., and 1575 Sherman Street, Denver, Colo. 

C. (2).1 • 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 



1955 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE ·7577 · 
D. (6) $1,250. 
E. (7) $175.10; (9) $175.10. · 

A. Barrett Godwin Tawresey, 1600 Arch 
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

C. (2) Having the present Congress pass 
an act providing for a full judicial review of 
certain claims arising from French spolia
tions occurring prior to 1800. 

A. Tax Equality Committee of Kentucky, 310 
Commerce Building, Louisville, Ky. 

C. (2) Advocating revision of section 101, 
I. R . C. 

D. (6) $477.50. 
E. (2) $146.25; (4) $18.50; (5) $135; (8) 

$2.94; (9) $302.69. 

A. Dwight D. Taylor, Jr., 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Airlines, Inc., 918 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting civil aviation. 
D. (6) $2,000. 
E. (7) $400; (9) $400. 

A. Jay Taylor, 712 First National Bank 
Building, Amarillo, Tex. 

B. American National Cattlemen's Asso
ciation, 801 East 17th Avenue, Denver, Colo. 

A. Maude M. Taylor, 220 East 42d Street, 
New York, N. Y. , · 

B. Transportation Association of America, 
130 North Wells Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Tyre Taylor, 917 15th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Southern States Industrial Council, 
Stahlman Building, Nashville, Tenn. 

C. (2) Legislation favorable to the main
tenance of a free-enterprise system. 

D. (6) $3,000. . 
E . (4) $8.67; (5) $357.75; (6) $48.32; (9) 

$414.74. 

A. Ruth H. Teg.tmeyer,8 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Transportation Association of America, 
1001 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D. C., and 130 North Wells Street, Chi
cago, Ill. 

A. Texas Water Conservation Association, 
207 West 15th, Austin, Tex. 

C. (2) Legislation concerning the devel
o·pment, conservation, protection, and utili
zation of Texas' land and water resources 
through exii;;ting State and Federal agencies. 
(3) Texas Water. 

D. (6) $4,730. 
E. (1) $94.80; (2) $2,224.20; (4) $827.90; 

(5) $875.60; (6) $232.99; (7) $228.25; . (8) 
$1,327.77; (9) $5,811.44. 

A. Oliver A. Thomas, 43 Sierra Street, Reno, 
Nev. 

B. Nevada Railroad Association, 43 Sierra 
Street, Reno, Nev. · · · · · 

c. (2) Interests of Nevada railroads, 
D. (6) $675, 

A. W. M. Thomas, 1028 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Postal Transport Association, 
1028 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation applicable to postal 
transportation clerks. 

D. (6) $3,000. 

A. Chester C. Thompson, 1319 F _Street NW,, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. The American Waterways Operators, 
Inc., 1319 F Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All matters affecting barge and 
towing vessel industry and water transpor
tation. 

· a Filed with the Clerk only. 

D. (6) $6,500. 
E. (7) $204.95; (9) $204.95, 

A. Julia C. Thompson, 711 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Nurses' Association, · Inc., 2 
Park Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

D. (6) $1,313.04. 

A. Eugene M. Thore, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
488 Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation which might affect the 
welfare of policyholders and annuitants, 

D. (6) $2,087.50. 
E. (7) $35.54; (9) $35.54. 

A. Richard A. Tilden, 441 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, N. Y. 

B. The Clothespin Manufacturers of Amer
ica, 839 17th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Safeguards to domestic industries 
in proposed extension of the Trade Agree
men ts Act. 

D. (6) $1,663.90. 
E. (7) $328.32; (9) $328.32. 

A. G.D. Tilghman, 1604 K Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Disabled Officers Association, 1604 K 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation pertaining to the pay 
of military personnel. 

D. (6) $2,750. 
E. (7) $67.40; (9) $67.40. 

A. E . W. Tinker, 122 East 42d Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. American Paper and Pulp Association, 
122 East 42d Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislative interests are those of 
employer. 

A. William H. Tinney, 1223 Pennsylvania. 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. The Pennsylvania Railroad Co., 1740 
Suburban Station Building, Philadelphia, Pa. 

A. S. G. Tipton, 1107 16th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Air Transport Association of America, 
1107 16th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) General legislative interests for the 
proper advancement .. of ·the airline industry 
in the public interests. 

D. (6) $1,299.51. 
E. (7) $42; (9) $42. 

A. M. S. Tisdale, 4200 Cathedral Avenue, 
Washington, D. · C. 

B. Armed Services Committee, Chamber of 
Commerce, Vallejo, Calif. 

C. (2) Anything affecting Solano County, 
D. (6) $295. 
E. (3) $19.18; (5) $116.13; (6) $28.95; (7) 

$144.67; (9) $308.93. 

A. H. Willis Tobler, 1731 I Street NW., Wash-
ington, D. C. · 

B. National Milk Producers Federation, 
1731 I Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation that may affect milk 
producers or the cooperatives through which 
they act together to process and market their 
milk. (3) News for Dairy Co-ops and The 
Alert. 

D. (6) $2,292.15. 
E. (7) ~137.70; (8) $54.45; (9) $192.15, 

A. Tomoka Land Co., Sebring, Fla, 

A. Wallace Townsend, 306 Commercial Na
tional Bank Building, Little Rock, Ark; 

B. Southwestern Gas & Electric Co., Shreve
port, La. 

c. (2) Appropriation for the Southwestern 
Power Administration. 

D. (6) $600. 

A. Matt Triggs, 425 13th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 2300 
:Merchandise Mart, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) In accordance with the annual 
meeting resolutions adopted by the Ameri
can Farm Bureau Federation, proposed legis
lation on the following matters has been 
supported or opposed: Price support, produc
tion adjustments, and related legislation; 
selective service and military training; de
velopment, use, and ownership of natural 
resources; transportation; farm labor; social 
security. 

D. (6) $2,008. 
E. (7) $87.01; (9) $87.01. 

A. Paul T. Truitt, 817 Barr Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. American Plant Food Council, Inc., 817 
Barr Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the fertilizer 
industry. 

A. Harold J. Turner, Portland, Oreg. 
B. Spokane, Portland & Seattle Railway 

Co., Southern Pacific Co., and Union Pacific 
Railroad Co., Henry Building, Portland, Oreg, 

C. (2) All bills which directly affect rail
roads of Oregon. 

A. Noel T. Tweet, Town House Hotel, Kansas 
City, Kans. 

B. Missouri-Arkansas Basins Flood Control 
Association, Town House Hotel, Kansas City, 
Kans. 

C. (2) Legislation pertaining to flood con
trol and soil conservation. 

D. (6) $2,100. 
E. (2) $2,100; (9) $2,100. 

A. William S. Tyson, 736 Bowen Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Local No. 30, Canal Zone Pilots, Post 
Office Box 493, Balboa, C. Z. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting Panama 
Canal pilots. 

D. (6) $4,133 .96. 
E. (5) $9.80; (6) $77.51; (8) $15; (9) 

$102.31, 

A. Unemployed Service Association,s 622 Fifth 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) No specific bill but various proposals 
for unemployed people. 

A. Union Producing Co;, 1525 Fairfield Ave
nue, Shreveport, La., and United Gas Pipe 
Line Co., 1525 Fairfield Avenue, Shreve
port, La. 

C. (2) Any legislation which has been or 
may be introduced, the purpose of which is 
to amend the Natural Gas Act. 

E. (2) $450; (6) $60; (7) $478.80; (9) 
$988.80. 

A. United Cerebral Palsy Associations, Inc., 
369 Lexington Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Appropriations for -public health. 
E. (1) $1,999.99; (7) $361.70; (9) $2,361.69. 

A. United States Cuban Sugar Council, 910 
17th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Anything which pertains to sugar 
or trade with Cuba. (3) .1 

D. (6) $9,132.25. 
E. (1) $6,849.02; (2) $1,387.18; (4) $4,• 

074.17; . (5) $416.12; (6) $72; (7) $291.81; (9) 
$13,090.3~. 

A. United States Savings and Loan League, 
221 North La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

0.1 
n.1 
E. (2) $7,183.58; (4) $6,090.70; (5) $2,• 

287.03; (6) $295.23; (7) $7,866.17; (8) $145; 
(9) $23,867.71. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec-
retary. · .. 

• Filed with the Clerk only. 
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A. Richard G. Van· Buskirk, 535 North Dear

born Street, Chicago, Ill. 
B. American Medical Association, 535 

North Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 
C. (2) Advance the science and art of 

medicine. 
D. (6) $1,062.51. 

A. Vegetable Growers Association of Ameri
ca, Inc., 528 Mills Building, Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting vegetable 
growers. 

E. (4) $25; (5) $25; (7) $13; (9) $63. 

A. Weston Vernon, Jr., 15 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. New York Stock Exchange, 11 Wall 
Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Proposed Federal tax legislation af
fecting the interests of New York Stock Ex
change and its members. 

D. (6) $75. 

A. R. K. Vinson,3 1346 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Machinery Dealers National Associa
tion, 1346 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) Depreciation allowances on ma
chine tools. 

A. Stanley Vogt. 
B. Farmers Educational and Cooperative 

Union of America (National Farmers Un
ion), 1404 New York Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D. C., and 1575 Sherman Street, Den
ver, Colo. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $1,311. 
E. (7) $374.52; (9) $374.52. 

A. The Vulcan Detinning Co., Sewaren, N. J. 

A. Paul H. Walker, 1701 K Street, Washing
ton, D. C. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
488 Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation which might affect the 
welfare of policyholders and annuitants. 

D. (6) $63.25. 

A. Claude R. Wallace, 203 Eighth Street 
NE., Washington, D. C. 

B. POSSE, 1424 K Street NW., Washing
ton, D. C. 

C. (2) Social security and. old age benefits. 

A. Stephen M. Walter, 1200 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. · 

B. National Association of Electric Cos., 
1200 18th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

D. (6) $1,493.75. 
E. (6) $1.98; (7) $4:1.07; (8) $3.25; . (9) 

$46.30. 

A. Thomas G. Walters, 100 Indiana Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Government Employees' Council, 100 
Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Duties are to represent the member 
unions and the Government Employees' 
Council on matters affecting them before the 
Congress. 

D. (6) $2,625. 

A. Quaife M. Ward, 1625 I Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. American Retail Federation, 1625 I 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2).1 

D. (6) $1,000. 
E. (7) $4.50; (9) $4.50. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre• 
tary. 

a Filed with the Clerk only. • 

A. Milo J. Warner, 904 National Bank Build
ing, Toledo, Ohio. 

B. The Prudential Insurance Company of 
America, Newark, N. J. 

C. (2) Legislation which may affect the 
interests of the mutual policyholders oI the 
Prudential Insurance Company of America. 

D. (6) $6,500. 
E. (6) $3.79; (7) $237.88; (9) $241.67. 

A. Washington Board of Trade, 1616 K 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the District of 
Columbia of interest to the Washington 
Board of Trade. 

A. Washington Home Rule Committee, Inc., 
1728 L Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) S. 2413. 
D. (6) $4,549. 
E. (2) $845; (4) $537.15; (5) $239.15; (6) 

$83.86; (8) $1,054.43; (9) $2,759.59. 

A. Washington Real Estate Board, Inc., 1000 
Vermont Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Measures affecting the District of 
Columbia. 

A. Vincent T. Wasilewski, 1771 N Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Radio and Tele
vision .Broadcasters, 1 771 N Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) General legislative interests: Those 
rel a ting directly or indirectly to the radio 
and television broadcasting industry. 

A. Waterways Council Opposed to Regula
tion Extension, 21 West Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

C. (2) S. 951. (3) S. 951-A Bill-What 
Does It Mean to You? 

D. (6) $1,525. 
E. (2) $4,456.01; (4) $2,174.30; (5) $92.44; 

(6) $11.98; (9) $6,734.73. 

A. J. R. Watson, I. C. R. R. Passenger Sta-
tion, Jackson, Miss. 

· B. Mississippi Railroad Association, 
I. C. R. R. Passenger Station, Jackson, Miss. 
· C. (2) Legislation affecting railroads in 
Mississippi. 

A. Watters & Donovan, 161 William Street, 
New York City. · 

B. New York and New Jersey Dry Dock As
sociation, 161 William S~reet, New York City. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the ship re
pair industry directly or indirectly. 

D. (6) $2,500. 

A. William H. Webb, 1720 H Street NW, Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. National Rivers and Harbors Congress, 
1720 M Street NW, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All matters pertaining to river and 
harbor improvement, flood control, naviga
tion, irrigation/reclamation, soil, and water 
conservation and related subjects. 

D. (6) $1,456.80. 
E. (3) $1; (4) $65; (5) $7.05; (7) $623.82; 

(8) $368.50; (9) $1,065.37. 

A. Wayne M. Weishaar,2 ll1517th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Aeronautical Training Society, 1115 
17th Street NW, Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $3,300. 
E. (4) $1.82; (8) $2.68; (9) $4.50. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

1 Filed with the Secretary only. 

A. Barnard Weitzer, 1712 New Hattlpshire 
Avenue NW, Washington, D. C. 

B. Jewish War Veterans of the United 
States of America, 1712 New Hampshire Ave
nue NW, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $2,499.96. 
E. (6) $26.14; (7) $418.65; (8) $54.55; (9) 

$499.34. 

A. Edward M. Welliver, 1424 16th Street NW, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Trucking Association, Inc., 
1424 16th Street NW, Washington, D. C. 

D. (6) $1,350. 
E. (7) $122; (9) $122. 

A. Elaine 0. Wells, 1001 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Transportation Association of America, 
130 North Wells Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Richard H. Wels, 551 Fifth Avenue, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. Bowling Proprietor;, Association of 
America, Inc., 185 North Wabash Avenue, 
Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting in any way 
the bowling industry. 

--· 
A. William E. Welsh, 897 National Press 

Building, Washington, D. C. 
B. National Reclamation Association, 897 

National Press Building, Washington, D. C. 
C. (2) (a) Reclamation Act, 1902, and all 

amendatory· and supplementary acts thereto; 
other statutes relating to water and land 
conservation measures. (3' Bulletin. 

D. (6) $3,249.99. 
E. (8) $214.22; (9) $214.22. 

A. Wenchel, Schulman & Manning, 1625 K 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Estate of Mary Clark deBrabant and 
Katherine C. Williams, .120 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislative interests rekte to a pos
sible revision of section 7 of the Technical 
Changes Act of 1949 ( 63 Stat. 895) • 

E. (8) $11.25; (9) $11.25. 

A. West Coast Inland Navigation District, 
Courthouse, Bradenton, Fla. 

C. (2) Any river and harbor blll affecting 
the Intercoastal West Coast Waterway. 

E. (2) $600; (6) $3.30; (8) $0.60; (9) 
$603.90. 

A. Western Cotton Growers Association of 
California, 2301 F Street, Bakersfield, 
Calif. 

C. (2) Securing equitable cotton acreage 
allotment for California. 

E. (2) $3,000; (6) f507.82;_ (7) $5,667.82; 
(8) $338.95; (9) $9,514.59. 

A. George Y. Wheeler, 2d, H325 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Radio Corporation of America, 1625 K 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting Radio Corpora
tion of America and;or its subsidiaries and 
affiliated companies. 

A. John C. White, 838 Transportation Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting cotton and 
foreign trade. 

D. (6) $500. 
E. (4) $33.23; (6) $93.03; (7) $110.22; (8) 

$32.80; (9) $268.28. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary, 
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• A. H. Leigh "Nhitelaw, 60 East 42d .street, 

New York, N. Y. 
B. Gas Appliance Manufacturers Associ

ation, Inc., 60 East 42d Street, New York, 
N. Y. 

C. (2) Any and all legislation particularly 
affecting the interests of manufactu~ers of · 
gas appliances and equipment. 

A. Louis E. Whyte, 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Independent Natural Gas Association 
of America, 918 16th Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation per.taining to natural 
gas. 

D. (6) $750. 

A. Joseph F. Wildebush, 7 Church Street, 
Paterson, N. J. 

B. Silk and Rayon Printers and Dyers As
sociation of America, Inc., 1450 Broadway, 
New York, N. Y. · 

C. (2) Seeks enactment of a law establish
ing qualities and standards. 

E. (9) $94.39. 

A. A. E. Wilkinson, 417 Investment Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Anaconda. Copper Mining Co., 616 Hen
nessy Building, Butte, Mont. 

C. (2) In favor of legislation to suspend 
excise import tax on tmported copper. · 

D. (6) $1,500. 
E. (6) $38.50; (7) fl55.17; (8) $66; (9) 

$259.67. 

A. W. E. Wilkinson, Glenn Building, Atlanta, 
Ga. 

B. Transportation Association of America, 
130 North Wells Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Franz O. Willenbucher, 1616 I Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Retired Officers Association, 1616 I 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) .1 (3) The Retired Officer. 
D. (6) $2,100. . 

A. Leon w. Williams, 2 Gouverneur Place, 
Bronx, N. Y. 

c. (2) For H. R. 1348, with reservations. 
D. (6) $4.25. 
E. (4) $14.22; (e) $0.85; (9) $14.22. 

A. C. J. S. Williamson, 839 Shoreham Build
ing, W:ashington, D. C. 

B. California State Chamber of Commerce, 
350 Bush Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

C. (2) Legislation and specific bills or 
regulations of interest to California economy. 

D. and E.1 

A. Hugh S. Williamson, 1621 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Association of American Ship Owners, 
76 Beaver Street, New York, N. Y. 

c. (2) Legislation with respect to maritime 
matters and transportation. 

C. (2) Any .legislation atrecting the real 
estate industry. 

D. (6) $4,800. 
E. (6) $6.80; (7) $680.55; (8) $65.20; (9) 

$752.55. 

A. E. Raymond Wilson, 104 C Street NE., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legis-
lation, 104 C street NE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) .1 (3) Washington Newsletter. 
D. (6) $1,875. 
E. (6) $19.71; (7) $315.49; (9) $325.20. 

A. Frank E. Wilson, M. D., 1523 L Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) All bills relating to _health and 
welfare. 

D. (6) $950. 
E. (9) $142.26. 

A. J. B. Wilson, McKinley, Wyo. 
B. Wyoming Wool Growers Association, 

McKinley, Wyo. 
C. (2) All legislation in any way affecting 

domestic wool growing industry. (3) Wyo
ming Wool Grower. 

D. (7) $2,000. 
E. (6) $68.40; (7) $:>15.37; (8) $32.20; (9) 

$1,015.97. 

A. W. E. Wilson, 1525 Fairfield Avenue,' 
Shreveport, La. 

B. Union Producing Co. and United Gas 
Pipe Line Co., 1525 Fairfield Avenue, Shreve-
port, La. ,, 

C. (2) Any legislation which has been or 
may be introduced, the purpose of which is to 
amend the Natural Gas Act. 

D. (6) $450. 
E. (6) $60; (7) $478.80; (9) $538.80. 

, A. Everett T. Winter, 1978 Railway Exchange 
Building, St. Louis, Mo. 

B. Mississippi Valley Association, 1978 
Railway Exchange Building, St. Louis, Mo. 

C. (2) Legislation relating to river and 
harbor maintenance and improvement. The 
American Merchant Marine, soil conserva
tion, flood control, and regulation of domes
tic transportation. 

D. (6) $3,750. 
E. (9) $258. 

A. Theodore Wiprud, 1718 M Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

. B. The Medical Society of the District of 
Columbia, 1718 M Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

C. (2) Legislation pertaining to the prac
tice of medicine and all related services and 
that affecting the public health, including 
extension of social security into the field of 
the practice· of medicine. (3) Medical An
nals of the District of Columbia. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the interests 
of commercial banks. 

D. ( 6) $10,500. 
E. (2) $10,500; (6) $17.39; (9) $10,517.39; 

(15) .1 

A. Wood, King & Dawson, 48 Wall Street, 
New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the interests of 
commercial banks. 

D. (6) $10,500. 
E. (2) $10,500; (6) $17.39; (9) $10,517.39; 

(15) .1 

A. Walter F. Woodul, 818 Chronicle Building, 
Houston, Tex. 

B. Angelina & Neches River Railroad Co., 
Keltys, Tex., et al.1 

C. (2) Legislation effecting Texas rail
roads. 

D. (6) $6,650.19. 
E. (6) $6093; (7) $1,466.18; (9) $1,527.11; 

(15) .1 

A. Walter F. Woodul, 818 Chronicle Build
ing, Houston, Tex. 

B. Humble Oil & Refining Co., Houston, 
Tex. 

C. (2) Generally legislation relati-ng to 
the oil and gas business. 

D. (6) $1,870.88. 
E. (6) $90.91; (7) $1,494.83; (9) $1,585.74; 

(15).1 

A. Frank K. Woolley, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Am.erican Farm Bureau Federation, 2300 
Merchandise Mart, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) .1 

D. (6) $2,375.22. 
E. (9) $101.60. 

A. Edward W. Wootton, 1100 National Press 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Wine Institute, 717 Market Street,' San 
Francisco, Calif. 

(2) Legislation affecting California wine 
and brandy industry. 

A. Donald A. Young,11 1615 H Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

· B. Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States of America, 1615HStreet·N. W., Wash
ington, D. C. 

A. J. Banks Young, 1832 M Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. National Cotton Council of Am.erica, 
Post Office Box 18, Memphis, Tenn. 

C. (2) The National Cotton Council of 
America. favors such action on any legisla
tion affecting the raw cotton industry as will 
promote the purposes for which the Council 
is organized. 

D. (-6) $540. 
E. ·(9) •. 53. 

A. Harry E. Zwlnggi, Clark. Butlding, Pitts
burgh, Pa. 

A. John C. Williamson, 1737 K Street NW., A. Wood, King & Dawson, 48 Wall Street, · B. Transportation Association of America, 
Washington, D. O. New York, N. Y. 130 North Wells Street, Chicago, m. 

B. Realtors' Washington Committee of the B. Committee for Broadening Commercial 
National Association of Real Estate Boards, Bank Participation in Public Financing, 60 
1737 K Street NW., Washington, D. C. South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

• Filed with the Clerk only. 
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REGISTRATIONS 

The following registrations were submitted for the first calendar quarter 1955: 

(NoTE.-The form used for registration is reproduced below. In the interest of economy, questions are not repeated, _only 
the answers are printed, and are indicated by their respective letter and number. Also for economy in the RECORD, lengthy 
answers are abridged.) 
FILE Two COPIES WITH THE SECRETARY OF THE SENATE AND FILE THREE COPIES WITH THE CLERK OF THE HousE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 

This page (page 1) is designed to supply identifying data; and page 2 (on the back of this page) deals with financial data. 

PLACE AN "X" BELOW THE APPROPRIATE LETI'ER OR FIGURE IN THE Box AT THE RIGHT OF THE "REPORT" HEADING BELOW: 

"PRELIMINARY" REPORT ("Registration"): To "register," place an "X" below the letter "P" and fill out page 1 only. 

"QUARTERL y" REPORT: To indicate which one of the four calendar quarters is covered by this Report, place an "X" below the appropriate 
figure. Fill out both page 1 and page 2 and as many additional pages as may be required. The first additional page should be num
bered as page "3," and the rest of such pages should be "4," "5," "6," etc. Preparation and filing in accordance with instructions will 
accomplish compliance with all quarterly reporting requirements of the Act. 

Year: 19 ______ ,~ 
REPORT 

PURSUANT TO FEDERAL REGULATION OF LOBBYING ACT 

p 

(Mark one square only) 

NOTE ON ITEM "A".-(a) IN GENERAL. This "Report" form may be used by either an organization or an individual, ·as follows: 
(i) "Employee".-To file as an "employee", state (in Item "B") the name, address, and nature of business of the "employer". (If the 

"employee" is a firm (such as a law firm or public relations firm], partners and salaried staff members of such firm may join in 
filing a Report as an "employee".) 

(ii) "Employer".-To file as an "employer", write "None" in answer to Item "B". . 
(b) SEPARATE REPORTS. An agent or employee should not attempt to combine his Report with the employer's Report: 

(i) Employers subject to the Act must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are 
filed by their agents or employees. · · . 

(ii) Employees subject to the Act must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are 
filed by their employers. · 

A. ORGANIZATION OR INDIVIDUAL FILING: 
1. State name, address, and nature of business. 2. If this Report is for an Employer, list names or agents or employees 

who will file Reports for this Quarter. 

NoTE ON ITEM "B".-Reports by Agents or Employees. An employee is to file, each quarter, as many Reports as he has employers, except 
that: (a) If a particular undertaking is jointly financed by a group of employers, the group is to be considered as one employer, but all 
members of the group are to be named, and the contribution of each member is to be specified; (b) if the work is done in the interest of 
one person but payment therefor is made by another, a single Report-naming both persons as "employers"-is to be filed each quarter. 

B. EMPLOYER.-State name, address, and nature of business. If there is no employer, write "None." 

NoTE ON ITEM "C".-(a) The expression "in connection with legislative interests," as used in this Report, means "in connection with 
attempting, directly or indirectly, to influence the passage or defeat of legislation." "The term 'legislation' means bills, resolutions, amend
ments, nominations, and other matters pending or proposed in either House of Congress, and includes any other matter which may be the 
subject of action by either House-"-§ 302 ( e). 

(b) Before undertaking any activities in connection with legislative interests, organizations ~nd individuals subject to the Lobbying 
Act ar_e required to file a "Preliminary" Report (Registration). , 

(c) After beginning such activities, they must file a "Quarterly" Report at the end of each calendar quarter in which they have either 
received or expended anything of value in ponnection with legislative interests. 

c. LEGISLATIVE IN'l'ERESTS, AND PUBLICATIONS in connection therewith: 

1. State approximately how long legisla
tive interests are to continue. If receipts 
and expenditures in connection with 
legislative interests have terminated, 

D 
place an "X" in the box at the 
left, so that this Office will no 
longer expect to receive Reports. 

. . 

2. State the general. legislative in,terests of 
the ·person filing and set forth the specific 
legislative interests by reciting: (a) Short 
titles of statutes and bills; (b) House and 
Senate numbers of bills, where known; (c) 
citations of statutes, where known; (d) 
whether for or against such statutes and 
bills. 

3. In the case of those publications which the 
person filing has caused to be issued or dis
tributed in connection with legislative in
terests, set forth: (a) Description, (b) quan
tity distributed; (c) date of distribution, (d) 
name of printer or publisher (if publications 
were paid for by person filing) or name of 
donor (if publications were received as a 
gift) • 

(Answer items 1, 2, and 3 in the space below. Attach additional pages if more spac~ is needed) 

4. If this is a "Preliminary" Report (Registration) rather than a "Quarterly" Report, state below what the nature and amount of antici
pated expenses will be; and if for an agent or employee, state also what the daily, monthly, or annual rate of compensation is to be. 
If this is a "Quarterly" Report, disregard this item "C4" and fill out item "D" and "E" on the back· of this page. Do not attempt to 
combine a. "Preliminary". Report (Registration) with a "Quarterly" Report.~ 

AFFIDAVIT 

(Omitted in printing] 

PAGE 1~ 
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A. William B. Allen, 917 15th Street NW., 

Washington, D. C. 
B. United Rubber, Cork, Linoleum and 

Plastic Workers of America, High at Mill 
Street, Akron, Ohio. 

C. (2) Support all legislation favorable 
to the national peace, security, democracy, 
prosperity, and general welfare; oppose - all 
legislation detrimental to those objectives. 

A. American Social Hygiene Association, Inc., 
1790 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation bearing on health, edu
cation, and welfare. 

A. Frederic A. Baker, 296 Lexington Road, 
Berkeley, Calif~ 

B. The Federated Indians of California. 

A. George W. Ball, 224 Southern Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Clea.ry, Gottlieb, Friendly and Ball, 
224 Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 

· C. (2) Legislation "to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

A. Ralph K. Ball. 
B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly and Ball, 224 

Southern Buiiding, Washington, D. C. 
C. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 

Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

A. Joel Barlow, 701 Union Trust Building, 
Washington, .. D. c. 

B. National Machine Tool Builders' Asso
ciation, 2071 East 102d Street, Cleveland, 
Ohio. . . 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the machine 
tool industry. · 

A. Robert c: Barna.rd, 224 Southern Building, 
Washington, D. C. . ·· · 

B. Cleary, -Oottlieb, Friendly and Ball, 224 
Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 
. c. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended, . · 

A. James M. Barnes; 1025 Connecticut Ave-
nue NW.,. Washington, D. C. 

B. Reciprocal Inter-Insurer's Federal Tax 
Committee, United Artists _Building, Detroit, 
Mich. . 

.C. {2) In opposition to H. R. 43. (4) 
$_1,000 per month. 

A. Frank C. Bateman, Hotel Bancroft, Spring-
fleid, Ohio. · : 

B. American Association of Nursing 
Homes, Hotel Bancroft, Springfield, Ohio. 

C. {2) All bllls relating to nursing and 
convalescent homes. (4) Estimated $600 a 
year. 

A. Lester 0. Begick, 635 Southern Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. America.n Association of Nurserymen, 
,nc., 635 Southern Building, Washington, 
D. C. 
-c. (2) Any legislation affecting the nurs

ery industry directly. 

A. Tell Berna, 2071 East 102d Street, Cleve~ 
, land, Ohio. 

B. National Machine .Tool Builders• Asso
ciation, 2071 East 102d Street, Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the machine 
tool industry. (4)' Annual salary is $25,000. 

A. Thomas D. Blake, 3026 N Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. · 

B. United. States Cuban Sugar Council, 
910 17th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) All legislation pertaining to sugar 
and trade with Cuba. (4) Monthly compen
sation $850, plus out-of-pocket professional 
expenses. 

A. John J. Bola.nd, !70 Pirie Street, New York 
City, N. Y. 

B. Merrill, Lynch, Pierce, Fenner and 
Beane, 70 Pine Street, New York City, N. Y. 

C. (2) Tax legislation affecting securities 
dealers. · 

A. Lyle H. Boren, Seminole, Okla. 
B. The Association of Western Railways, 

280 Union Station Building, Chicago, Ill. 
C. (2) This registrant will be interested in 

any and all legislative matters which wm or 
may affect the class I railroads operating in 
the 24 Western States. (4) $697 salary and 
$650 per month expenses. 

A. Clark L . Brody, 221 North Cedar Street, 
Lansing, Mich. 

B. Michigan Farm Bureau, 221 North Cedar 
Street, Lansing, Mich. 

C. (2) .1 

A. J . Olney Brott, 730 15th Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. American Bankers Association, 12 East 
36th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the banking 
industry. (3) Washington Bulletin. (4) 
$1,750 annual salary. 

A. Robert M. Burr, 270 Park Avenue, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. National Bureau for Economic Realism, 
Inc., 270 Park Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation that may be of interest 
to the bureau from time to time. (4) $684 
salary. 

A. Charles B. Butler, 425 13th Street NW.; 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 2300 
Merchandii,,e Mart, Chicago, Ill. 

C., (2) Develo:pment, use, and ownership of 
~atur~l resources. · 

A. Cal-Sag Waterways Development Commit
t~. Inc., 134 South LaSalle Street, Chi~ 
cago, Ill. . 

. C: (2) For construction o! Cal-Sag project. 

A. Stuart Cameron, 1430 K Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Michigan Railroads Association, 301 
Michigan Terminal Building, Detroit, Mich. · 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting the Mich
igan railroads. (4) $500 monthly. 

A. Chapman & Wolfsohn, 425 13th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Union Nacional De Productores De 
Azucar, S. A. de C. v., Balderas 36, Primer 
Piso, Mexico, D. F. 

C. (2) Increase in the Mexican sugar quota 
under the United States Sugar Act. ( 4) 
$5,000 per quarter. 

A. Earl W. Clark, 132 Third Street SE., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Labor-Management Maritime Commit
tee, 132 Third Street SE., Washington, D. C. 
. C: (2) Legislation affecting the maritime 
industry. (4) $200 expenses per quarter; 
annual compensation, $16,500. 

A. Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly & Ball, 224 
Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. The· National Cuban Sugar Mills Owners 
Association, Havana, Cuba; and the Cuban 
Sugar Cane Growers .Association, Havana, 
Cuba. 

C. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. • 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre. 
tary. 

A. Committee for Broadening Commercial 
Bank Participation in Public Financing, 
50 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the interests of 
commercial banks. ( 4) Anticipated ex-
penses, $75,000. 

A. Committee on Japanese American Evac
uation Claims, 12427 Milton Street, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 

C. (2) Japanese evacuation claims bills 
and appropriations thereto. 

A. Bernard J. Conway,2 222 East Superior 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. American Dental Association, 222 East 
Superior Street, Chicago, Ill. 

c. (2) .1 (3) .1 (4) $13,000 annually. 

A. J. Milton Cooper, 505 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. R. J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., Winston
Salem, N. C. 

C. (2) Legislatio~ affecting the tobacco in
dustry. {4) $10,000 annual retainer. 

A. R. Ammi · Cutter~ 53 State Street, Boston,. 
Mass. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly & Ball, 224 
Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

A. R. Ammi Cutter, 53 State Street, Boston, 
· Mass. 

B. Creole Petroleum Corp., 350. Fifth Av
enue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Opposing legislation imposing in
creased duties or quotas on importation of 
petroleum or · petroleum products. 

A. R. Harvey Dastrup,· 425 13th Street NW .• 
· Washington,, ·D. C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Feder·atlon, 2300 
Merchandise Mart, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) ;1 (4) •7,500 salary and expenses. · 

A. Bertram G. Davis, 1608 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. The American Legion, 700 North Penn
sylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 

c. (2) .1 (4) Annual salary $6,000. 

~- Tony Dechant, 1575 Sherman Street, Den
ver. Colo. 

B. Farmers Educational and Cooperative 
Union of America (National Farmers Union), 
_1404 New York Avenue NW., Washlngton. 
D. C., and 1575 Sherman Stre~t. Denver, Colo. 

C. (4) Annual salary $3,000: expenses 
$1,000. 

A. Florence de Haas Dembitz, 1025 Vermont 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Benj. Graham, 122 East 42d Street, New 
York, N. Y. . 

C. (2) Furthering the participation of the 
United States in the development and opera
tion of an International Commodity Reserve 
Plan. 

A. Richard A. Dell, 1303 New Hampshire Av-
enue NW., Washington, D. C. 

· B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, 1303 New Hampshire Avenue NW .• 
Washington, D. C. 
. C. (2) All legislation affecting the rural 
electrification program. (3) Rural Electrifi
cation magazine. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Sec
retary. 

.a Registration with the Secretary only. 
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A. Casimir de Rham, Jr., 53 State Street, 
Boston, Mass. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly & Ball, 224 
Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended, 

A. Casimh· de Rham, Jr., . 53 State Street, 
Boston, Mass. 

B. Creole Petroleum Corp., 350 Fifth Av
enue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Opposing legislation imposing in
creased duties or quotas on importation of 
petroleum or petroleum products. · 

A. Robert A. Drum, chairman of the board, 
Metz Brewing Co., Omaha, Nebr. 

c. (2) Legislation affecting excise tax on 
beer. 

A. J. R. Dunkerley, 12 East 36th Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. American Bankers Association, 12 East 
36th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting savings and 
mortgage business. (4) $1,750 annually. 

A. Emergency Conservation Committee, 767 
Lexington Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Support of measures beneficial to 
conservation and opposition to measure detri
mental to conservation. 

A. Edward Falck and Ruth M. Falck, 1625 I 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, 
Inc., 4 Irving Place, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) All legislation in regard to amend
ments to the Natural Gas Act that may be of 
interest to Consolidated Edison Co. of New 
York, Inc. (4) $6,250 per quarter, plus cer
tain expenses. · 

A. B. T. ·Fitzpatrick, 1101 ·verinont Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Wood, King and Dawson, 48 Wall Street, 
New York, N. Y. 

c. (2) Legislation affecting the interests 
of national banks. (4) $22,500 annually. 

A. Fowler, Leva, Hawes & Symington, 170f 
K· Street NW .. Washington, D. C. 

B. Waterways Council Opposed to Regu
lation Extension, 21 West Street, New York, 
N.Y. _ 

C. (2) S. 951 and legislation related to ex
tension of regulation to bulk carriers on in
land waterways. (4) $3.500 retainer, plus 
expenses. 

A. Mark w. Frawley, 52 Wall Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

· B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly & Hamilton, 
52 Wall Street, New York, N. Y., and Cleary, 
Gottlieb, Friendly & Ball, 224 Southern 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, af! amended. 

A. Walter Freedman, 829 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. Patchogue-Plymouth Mills Corp., 295 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting rug and 
carpet-backing industry. 

A. Gerhard A. Gesell, 701 Vnion Trust Build
ing, Washington, D, C. 

B. Transamerica Corporation, 4 Columbus 
Avenue, San Francisco, Calif. 

c. (2) Banking legislation generally and 
particularly bills to regulate bank holding 
companies. (4) $500 per month, plus cer
tain expenses. 

A. S. H. Grauten, 1722 Harrison Street, 
Evanston, Ill. 

C. (2) Recognition of services of civilians 
employed on construction of Pa1.1ama Canal 
and who had 2 years of such service. 

A. Carroll A. Gunderson, 730 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Bankers Association, 12 East 
36th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the banking 
industry. (3) Washington Bulletin. (4) 
$1,866 annually and expenses. 

A. Morton I. Hamburg, 52 Wall Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly & Hamilton, 
52 Wall Street, New York, N. Y., and Cleary, 
Gottlieb, Friendly & Ball, Southern Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

A. Harold F. Hammond, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Transportation Association of America, 
130 North Wells Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Jack A. Haner, 52 Wall Street, New York, 
N. Y. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly & Hamilton, 
52 Wall Street, New York, N. Y., and Cleary, 
Gottlieb, Friendly & Ball, 224 Southern 
Building, Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

A. Hardboard Association, 30 North La Salle 
Street, Chicago, . Ill. 

.C. (2) 'J,'ariff reclassification of hardboard 
as recommended in Tariff Commission Re
port on Hardboard of March 1955. ( 4) Ex
penses estimated at $2,000. 

A. T. Wade . Harrison, 711 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. United States Savings and Loan League, 
221 North LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting savings and 
loan, housing, home financing, thrift, and 
financial institutions. (4) $6,600 annually. 

A. C. E. Hobbs, 1625 I Street NW., Washing-
ton, D. C. 

B. Manufacturing Chemists' Association, 
. Inc., 1625 I Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the chemical 
industry. ( 4) $5,000 annually . . 

A. John: M. Hurley, 515 Hoge Building, Se
attle, Wash. 

B. Washington Railroad Association, 515 
Hoge Building, Seattle, Wash. 

A. International Trade Section, New York 
Board of Trade, Inc., 291 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Fostering the passage of legislation 
concerning guaranties against risk of non
payment by foreign debtors due to currency 
inconvertibility, exchange transfer block and 
other noncommercial hazards. (4) Expenses 
of $2,500 anticipated for quarter. 

A. Ivins, Phillips & Barker, 306 Southern 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Remington Rand, Inc., 315 Fourth Ave
nue, New York, N. Y. 

A. Kimon T. Karabatsos, 3707 Woodley Road 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Niobrara River Basin Development As
sociation. 

C. (2) Authorization and appropriations 
for the 'Ainsworth (Nebr.) irritation unit of 
the Niobrara River Basin. ( 4) $200 expenses; 

A. Joseph Duff Kelly, 30 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. Committee for Study of Revenue Bond 
Financing, 44 Wall Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Possible proposed amendments to 
banking laws. ( 4) Monthly retainer of 
$1,000. 

A. Edmund H. Kerr, 52 Wall Street, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly & Hamilton, 
52 Wall Street, New York, N. Y., and Cleary, 
Gottlieb, Friendly & Ball, .224 Southern 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Possible legislation to amend or ex
tend the Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

A. Kenneth L. Kimble, 1701 K Street, Wash-
ington, D. C. · 

B. · Life_ Insurance Association of America, 
488 Madison ·Avenue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation which might affect the 
welfare of policyholders and annuitants. 
( 4) Annual salary $13,000 and expenses. 

A. Clarence C. Klocksin, 2623 North Van 
Dorn Street, Alexandria, Va. 

B. The National Board · of Fire Under
writers, 85 John Street., New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the business 
of fire insurance. 

1 

A. James W. Lamberton, 224 Southern Build
ing, Washington,. D._ C. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly, & Ball, 224 
Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

A. Randall J. LeBoeuf, Jr., 15 Broad Street, 
New York, N. Y. 

B. Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, 
Inc., 4 Irving Place, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Opposition to H. R. 4560 . in its 
present form and other related bills to amend 
the Natural Gas Act of 19~8. (4) Office and 
traveling expenses. 

A. Marvin E. Lewis, ·703 Market street, San 
Francisco, Calif. · 

B. City and county of San Francisco, 
Calif. · . 

C. (2) All matters whether legislative or 
.administrative having to do with the welfare 
of Sap. Francis.co. , (4) Anticipated expenses 
approximately $15,000 a year maximum and 
,compensation is-$12,000 a year. 

A. Donald Linville, 30 North La Salle Street,, 
Chicago, Ill. , 

B. Hardboard Association, 30 Nortb La 
Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. · 

C. (2) Tariff reclassification of hardboard. 
(4) Traveling and living expenses estimated 
at .$2,000. 

A. Leon Lipson, 224 Southern Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly & Ball, 224 
Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

A. Lord, Day & Lord, 25 Broadway, New York~ 
N. Y., and 500 Wyatt Building, Washing-
ton, D. C. · 

B. Valeriu C. Georgescu, Standard Oil co., 
of New Jersey, 30 Rockefeller Plaza, New 
York, N. Y. 

C. (2) S. 1310, and for other purposes. 

A. Lucas & Thomas, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Cook Electric Co., 2700 Southport 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. · ' 

C. (2). General legislation affecting com
pany's interests. 

A. Frederick Lukens, 1129- Vermont Avenue 
NW., ·Washingtoll, D. c. 

B. Education Association of the District 
of Columbla and Columbian F.ducational 
Association, 1129 Vermont Avenue, Wa.shing
ton, D. C. 

C. (2) District of Columbia public schools 
salary schedule revision. ( 4) Monthly com
pensation $150. 

. ..... 
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A. John J. Lyons, 3133 Connecticut Avenue 

NW., Washington, D. C. 
B. 'Scully Signal Co., Melrose, Mass., arid 

G. & w. H. Corson, Inc., Plymouth Meeting, · 
Pa. 

C. (2) Enactment of H. R. 2128 or a simi
lar bill, ( 4) $500. 

A. McDonnell & Slattery, 425 13th Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Association of Electric Cos., 
1200 18th Street NW., Washington, b. C. 

C. (2).1 (4).1 

A. Edwin McElwain, 701 Union Trust Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

B. National Machine Tool Builders' Asso
ciation, 2071 East 102d Street, Cleveland, 
Ohio. . 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the machine 
tool industry. 

A. Joseph V. McLaughlin, 929 Transporta-· 
tion Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation which the railroads be
lieve to be in their interest and in the inter
est of a sound national transportation pol
icy. (4) Reimbursed for actual expenses. 

A. Robert H. McNeill, 815 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Beaufort Fisheries, Inc., Beaufort, N. C. 
c. (2) Appropriation by Congress· of funds 

to deepen ship channel in what is known as 
Taylor's Cre-ek,· Carteret County, N. C. ( 4) 
$750 retainer. · 

A. MacLeish, Spray, Price & Underwood, 134 
Soutp. La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. National Committee ·for Insura.nce 
Taxation, 221 North La Salle Street, Chicago, 
DL . 

C. (2) Legislation as to the taxation of 
the j.ncome of fire and casualty insurance 
companies. 

A. Julia L. Maietta, Congressional Hotel, 
Washington, D. C. . 

B. Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America, 15 Union Square, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) . Furtherance of labor and social 
legislation. (4) $300 per month, plus actual 
expenses incurred. 

A. John M. Martin, Jr.; 1712 G Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Legislation- relating to American 
motorists, and travel generally. (4) Antici
pated expemies: negligible; annual salary: 
$8,500. 

A. Mike M. Masaoka, 1737 H Street ·NW., 
Washington, D. C. · . 

B. Committee on Japanese American Evac
uation Claims, 12427 Milton Street, Los An
geles, Calif. 

C. (2) Japanese evacuation claims bills 
and appropriations thereto. (4) Reimburse .. 
ment for out-of-pocket expenses; 

A. Kenneth A. Meiklejohn, 12()9 Rippon 
Road, Alexandria, Va. 

B. International Ladies' Garment Work
ers' Union, 1710 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Social and labor legislation. (4) 
Compensation at monthly rate of $866. 

A. Miller & Chevalier, 1001 Connecticut Av
enue, Was:q.ington, D. C. 

B. Estate of Alfred I. ·duPont, Barnett Na
tional Bank Building, Jacksonville, Fla. · 

C. (2) H. R. 2674 and all simllar legisla
tion. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

A. Seymour S. Mintz, Robert K. Eifler, Wil
liam T. Plumb, Jr., and Richard A. Mul
lens, 810 Colorado Building, Washington, 
D. C. , 

B. Hughes Tool Co., Houston, Tex. 
C. (2) Revision of Internal Revenue Code 

of 1954. 

A. M. D. Mobley, 1010 Vermont Avenue NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Vocational Association. 
C. (2) .1 (4) •1 

A. Douglas G. Mode, 705 Ring Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Bridgeport Brass Co., Bridgeport, Conn. 
C. (2) Legislation providing for continu

ation of the suspension of certain import 
taxes on copper. (4) Total annual com
pensation and expenses, $3,000. 

A. Douglas G. Mode, 705 Ring Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. The Downtown Merchants, Washington, 
D.C. 

C. (2) In furtherance-of H. R. 4841. (4) 
Retainer for this purpose $1,000; additional 
compensation contingent. 

A. Morison, Murphy, Clapp & Abrams, 839 · 
17th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Robert A. Drum, Omaha, Nebr. 
(C) (2) Legislation affecting the excise 

tax on beer. 

A. Morison, Murphy, Clapp & Abrams, 839 
17th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Pickett Development Committee, Black
stone, Va. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the disposi
tion of Camp Pickett, Va • . 

A. Morison, Murphy,. Clapp & Abrams, 839 
17th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. The Sperry & Hutchinson Co., 114 Fifth 
Avenue, New York, N. Y. · 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting employer. 

A. Howard E. Munro, 901 Massachusetts Av
enue NW., Washington, D. c. 

B. Central Labor Union and Metal Trades 
Council of the Panama Canal Zone, P. o. Box 
471, Balboa Heights, C. z. 

C. (2) All legislation affecting A. F. of L. 
union members employed on the Canal Zone. 
(4) $600 per month salary plus $20 per day 
expenses. 

A. National Committee for Insurance Taxa
tion, 221 North La Salle Street, Chi
cago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation as to the taxation of 
the income of fire and casualty insurance 
companies. 

A. National Congress of American Indians, 
1346 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing-
ton, D. C. · 

C. (2) Interested in all legislation affect
ing Indians, Indian tribes, ban·ds, or groups 
in the United States and Alaska. 

A. National Postal Transport Association, 
1028 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation applicable to postal 
transportation clerks. ( 4) $3,000 per an
num for salary. 

A. Ross D. Netherton, 1712 G Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation relating to American 
motorists and travel generally. (4) Antici
pated expenses, negligible; annual salary, 
$11,000. 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

A. Blake T. Newton, Jr., 195 Broadway, New 
York, N. Y., and 1001 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. American Telephone & Telegraph Co., 
195 Broadway, ·New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Matters affecting communications. 
(4) Reimbursed for expense; compensation, 
$1,958.33 per month. 

A. Niobrara River Basin Development Asso
ciation, 3707 Woodley Road NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) Public Law 612. (4) Anticipated 
expenses, $200. 

A. Robert H. North, 1105 Barr Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. International Association of Ice Cream 
Manufacturers, 1105 Barr Building, Wash
ington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting the ice
cream industry. (4) Annual salary, $18,400. 

A. John A. O'Donnell, 1025 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Philippine Sugar Association, 2400 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) To amend and extend .the Sugar 
Act of 1948, as amended. 

A. Eugene O'Dunne, Jr., Southern Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Comite de Productores de Azucar, An• 
tonio Miro Quesada 376, Of. 504, Lima, Peru. 

C. (2) Amendment to Sugar Act of 1948, 
as amended, to increase quota. (4) $15,000 
annually plus disbursements. 

A. Samuel Omasta, 619 F Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

. B. National Agricultural Limestone Insti• 
tute, Inc., 619 F Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

C. (2) All legislation which directly or 
· indirectly affects the interests of agricultural 
limestone producers. 

A. ·nonald L. O'Toole, 350 Fifth Avenue, New 
York, N. Y. 

B. United States Cuban Sugar Council, 
910 17th Street NW., Washington, D. c. 

C. (2) All legislation pertaining to suga,r 
and trade with Cuba. (4) Monthly com
pensation, $1,000 plus expenses. 

A. P. T. Patterson, 5205 Sangamore Road, 
Glen Mar Park, Md. 

B. National Star Route Mall Carriers' As• 
sociation, 301 East Capitol Street, Washing .. 
ton, D. C.' 

C. (2) To promote any bill of benefit to 
the association or individuals thereof. 

A. Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garri .. 
son, 1614 I Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

B. S. Gumbel Realty & Security Co., Inc., 
New Orleans, La. · · 

C. (2) To obtain amendment to Internal 
Revenue Code dealing with corporate distri
butions. 

A. Paul, Weiss, . Rifkind, Wharton & Garri
son, 1614 I Street NW., Washington, 
D.O. 

B. National Committee for Insurance Tax
ation, 221 North La Salle Street, Chicago, 
Ill. 

0. (2) Legislation as to the taxation of the 
income of fire and casualty insurance com
panies. 

A. Helen L. Peterson, 823 Dupont Circle 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. National Congress of American Indians, 
823 Dupont Circle Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

C. (2) Interested in all legi~lation affecting 
Indians, Indian tribes, ban_ds, or groups in 
the United States and Alaska. (4) $600 per 
month and transportation expense. 
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A. J. Hardin Peterson, Cochrane Building, 
Lakeland, Fla. 

B. Gene Salentine, Brooksville, Fla. 
c. (2) A bill for the relief of Irene Guay 

Salentine, or similar legislation. (4) Fee of 
$400. 

A. Walter C. Ploeser, 50 South Bemiston Ave
nue, Clayton, St. Louis, Mo. 

B. Mississippi Valley Association, 1978 Rail
way Exchange Building, St. Louis, Mo. · 

c. (2) Legislative matters relating to regu
lation of domestic transportation, the Amer
ican merchant marine, :flood control and 
rivers and harbors maintenance, and related 
matters. 

A . Poole, Shroyer & Denbo, 1625 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Retail Federation, Cafritz · 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act. 

A. Pope Ballard & Loos, 707 Munsey Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Committee representing American 
Fluorspar Producers, Rosiclaire, Ill. 

C. (2) Tariff, customs, and foreign-trade 
legislation. (4) Compensation $150 per day 
and expenses. 

A. Record Industry Association of America, 
Inc., 1 East 57th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Repeal or reduction of the excise 
tax now levied on phonograph records. (4) 
Retainer, $5,000. 

A. Riegelman, Strasser & $piegelberg, 810 18th 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Nez Perce Tribe of Idaho, Lapwai, 
Idaho. · 

C. (2) All legislation of concern to Indians 
as such and the Nez Perce Tribe in particu
lar. 

A. Gene Salentine, Brooksville, Fla. 
C. (2) A bill for the relief of µ-ene Guay 

Salentine, or similar legislation. (4) Fee of 
$400. 

A. Benjamin H. Saunders and Howard T. 
Mather, 1000 Shoreham Building, Wash
ington, Ii. C. 

B. Grier Cotton Co., Statesville, N. C. 
c. (2) Legislative interest concerns juris

dictional bill on refund of income taxes. 

A. O. H. Saunders, 1616 I Street NW., Wash-
ington, D. c. . . 

B. Retired Officers Association, 1616 I 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any and all legislation pertinent to 
the rights, benefits, privileges, a;nd obliga
tions of retired officers, male and female, 
Regular and Reserve, and their dependents 
and survivors. (4) Monthly compensation, 
$400. 

A. James J. Saxon, 730 15th Street NW .• 
Washington, D. C. 

B. American Bankers Association, 12 East 
36th Street, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the banking 
industry. (4) Estimated annual salary $1,375 
and expenses. 

A. Rosario Scibilia, 378 Avenue T, Brooklyn, 
N.Y. 

B. Catholic War Veterans of the United 
States of America, 1012 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

C. ( 2) Appropriations, armed · services, 
education, foreign affairs, Government oper
ations, interior affairs, civil service, rules, un
American activities, veterans'_.affairs. 

A. Paul R. Scott and George F. Gilleland, 627 
Ingraham· Building, Miami, Fla. 

B . Cleary, Gottlieb, : Friendly & Ball, 224 
Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 

c. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

A. John H. Sharon, 224 Southern Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly & Ball, 224 
Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation to amend or extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

A. Edward F. Snyder, 104 C Street NE., Wash
ington, D. C. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legisla
tion, 104 C Street NE., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) .1 (4) Compensation $5,500 per 
year, estimated expenses $100 per quarter. 

A. Stanley L. Sommer, 612 Albee Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Rowe-Doherty, 612 Albee Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) H. R. 1, with certain amendments 
to protect defense skills and all legislation 
affecting the domestic jeweled watch indus
try. 

A. Leo V. Sullivan, 106 Chestnut Street, West 
Haven, Conn. 

B. New York, New Haven & Hartford Rail
road Co., 54 Meadow Street, New Haven, 
Conn. 

C. (2) All legislation which might affect 
the New Haven Railroad and its subsidiaries. 
$50 per day and expenses. 

A. Surrey, Karasik, Gould & Efron, Wood
ward Building, Washington, D. C. 

B. Comision de Defensa del Azucar y Fo
mento de la Cana-Ciudad Trujillo, Domini
can Republic. 

C. (2) Amendment of the Sugar Act of 
1948. 

A. Glenn J. Talbott. 
B. Farmers Educational & Cooperative 

Union of America (National Farmers 
Union), 1404 New York Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D. C., and 1575 Sherman Street, Den
ver, Colo. 

C. (2) .1 (4) Annual salary $5,000, ex
penses $500. 

A. w. M. Thomas, 1028 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. National Postal Transport Association, 
1028 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

C. (2) Interested in all legislation appli
cable to postal transportation clerks. 

A. M. S. Tisdale, 2500 Wisconsin Avenue, 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Armed Services Committee, Chamber o! 
Commerce, Vallejo, Calif. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting Solano 
Oounty. (4) Fee, $1,180; estimated expense, 
$720. 

A. Union Producing Co. and United Gas Pipe 
Line Co., 1525 Fairfield Avenue, Shreve
port, La. 

C. (3),1 (4).1 

A; Upper Colorado River, Grass Roots Com:. 
mittee, Inc., care of Chamber of Com
merce, Grand Junction, Colo. 

. C. (2) Supporting legislation to authorize 
the Colorado River storage project and 
participating projects. (4) Approximately 
$15,000 expenses per quarter. 

A. Richard G. Van Buskirk, 535 North Dear
born Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. American Medical Association, -035 
North DearbOrn Street, Chicago, Dl. 

C. (2) Legislative interest is to advance 
the art and science of medicine. ( 4) $4,500 
annual salacy and $1,500 expenses. . 

1 Not printed. Filed with Clerk and Secre
tary. 

A. Stanley Vogt, 1404 New York Avenue NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Farmers Educational and Cooperative 
Union of America (National Farmers Union), 
1404 New York Avenue NW., Washington, 
D. c .• and 1575 Sherman Street, Denver, 
Colo. 

C. (4) $3,000 salar-y annually and $1,000 
expenses. 

A. Bailey Walsh, 1346 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B . Lion Manufacturing Co., 2640 Belmont 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Internal Revenue Code of 1954. 

A. Bailey Walsh, 1346 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

B. United Manufacturing Co., 3401 North 
California Street, Chicago, DI. 

C. (2) Internal Revenue Code of 1954. 

A. Robert V. Westfall, 10 Independence A-ve
nue SW., Washington, D. C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. 
C. (2) Advocating legislation of benefit to 

railroad labor. 

A. George Y. Wheeler. 2d, 1625 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. Radio Corporation of America, 1625 K 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting Radio Corpo
ration of America and/or its subsidiaries and 
affiliated companies. 

A. Kenneth W. White, 619 F Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

B. National Agricultural Limestone Insti
tute, Inc:, 619 F Street NW., Washington, 
D . C. 

C. (2) All legislation which directly or in
directly 'affects the interests of agricultural 
limestone producers. 

A. Herbert P. Wilkins, 53 State Street, Boston, 
Mass. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb,- Friendly & Ball, 224. 
Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Possible legislation to amend or ~x
tend the Sugar Act of 194~. as amended. 

A. He~bert P. Wilkins, 53 State Street, Boston, 
Mass. 

B. Creole Petroleum Corp., 350 Fifth Ave
nue, New York, N. Y. 

C. (2) Opposing legislation imposing in
creased duties or quotas on importation of 
petroleum or petroleum products. 

A. W. E. Wil15on, 1525 Fairfleli:l Avenue, 
Shreveport, La. 

B. Union Producing Co., and United Gas 
Pipe Line Co., 1525 Fairfield Avenue, Shreve
port, La. 

c. (2) Any legislation to amend the Nat
ural Gas Act. (4) $150 _per month. 

A. Woollen H. Walshe, 3423 Joseph Street, 
New Qrlea~s. La. . . 

B. California Commercial Co., 635 Share
n.am Building, Washington, D. C. 

C. (2) Any legislation affecting the 611 and 
gas industry. (4) $1,500 annual salary and 
expenses of approximately $150 per month. 

A. Wood, King & Dawson, 48 Wall Street, 
· New York, N. Y. · · , 

C. (2) Legislation affecting the interests 
of commercial banks. (4) Anticipated . ex.
P,enses _approxima~el_y $60,000. . 

~ ,J(' ~~ ._ .a,, :t:.•,1. s :,,. - - ,.. 

A. Wood, King- & Dawson, 48· Wall street, 
· New York, · N. Y. >'" :: ··;~ ~ .- · · · 

B , Committee for ·Broa~ei:ilng Cominetciaf 
Bank Participation in Public Financing, 50 
South La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

C. (2) Legislation affecting ·the interests 
of commercial banks. (4) Anticipated ·ex
penses approximately $30,000. 
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Minimum Wage Legislation This Session 
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OF_ 

HON. RAY J. MADDEN 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, June 2, 1955 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, this 
morning I had the privilege of appear
ing before the House Committee on Edu
cation and Labor to speak in behalf of 
a fair minimum wage bill. 

I believe the House Labor Committee 
is making a diligent effort to bring out 
minimum wage legislation so that all the 
Members of Congress can debate and 
vote on a new fair minimum wage before 
this session of Congress adjourns: 

MINIMUM WAGE LEGISLATION THIS SESSION 

Mr. Chairman, I am indeed happy that 
the House Committee on Education and 
Labor has decided to hold hearings on in
creasing the minimum wage standards of the 
Nation. I firmly believe that it is highly es
sential to the economical interests of our 
Nation that minimum wage legislation be 
acted upon favorably and signed into law 
before this session of ·congress adjourns. It 
is indeed unfortunate that President Eisen
hower has seen fit to recommend only an in
crease from the present 75-cent minimum up 
to 90 cents per hour. This falls far short of 
the economic needs for low income workers, 
especially considering the inflationary high 
cost of living which all families are sub .. 
jected to at the present time. An increase 
to 90 cents an nour. does not sufficiently cover 
the rise in the ·cos't of living since the present 
75-cent minimum became law in 1949. A 
number of bills have been introduced, in
cluding H. R: 1818 which was filed by me 
several months ago, calling for an increase 
to $1.25 per hour. If the President's recom
mendation of 90 cents an hour is enacted into 
law, the full-time worker would merely re
ceive an ann~al wage of less than $2,000 a 
year. It is apparent, considering the pres~ 
ent high cost of living, that a ma_n and 
wife with children cannot afford the bare 
necessities of life to his family on that 
meager income. It is estimated that the 
annual wage at $1.25 for 8 hours a day and 
5 days a week, would bring in an income of 
$2,500. This income would afford the aver
age family in the lower brac~ets a great im
provement in their status of living and give 
them an opportup.ity to enjoy at least a few 
privileges and necessities of life which they 
are compelled to forego _under their pr_esent 
low income. It is estimated that the lowest 
income for a family living in high cost areas 
of the average metropolitan city should be 
at least $3,600 to $4,000 per year in order to 
meet the necessary living expenses for a 
family of five. · 

Unfortunately, the wage scale in a num
ber of our States is far below other States, 
particularly those located in the southern 
areas of our country. The economic situa
tion in a great many of our Northern States 
today has deteriorated by reason of literally 
thousands of industries and factories moving 
into States which have a low wage scale. 
The Northeast Atlantic Sta:tes have probably 
suffered more than any area in the country 
by reason of "runaway·~ industry closing their 
shops and factories ~nd movi~g in;to cert?,in 
Southern States in prder to take advantage 
of substandard wages. This situation has 
been becoming worse during tl)e ~ast 5 or 6 

years until today, we have cities in the 
North that are suffering through critical 
unemployment brought about by "runaway" 
industry desirous of taking advantage of 
substandard wages. Only recently, I re
ceived a letter from a metal worker located 
at Indianapolis and stating that the top 
three floors of the factory where he is em
ployed has been closed and the machinery 
moved to Alabama. He also stated in the 
letter that over 250 employees have lost their 
jobs already and that it would be but a 
short time until the factory would be com
pletely closed and moved to the low-wage 
area. He also stated that the situation as 
it exists in the metal factory was no different 
than in several other industries in the In.; 
dianapolis area. Unless the Congress takes 
some steps to improve this unjust and 
unfair distribution of wages throughout the 
country, our economy will suffer far more 
in the future than it has in the past by 
reason of low-wage standards in certain 
areas. 

The greatest selling market for products 
manufactured in low-wage areas is in the 
States which have a high wage and large 
purchasing power. If unemployment is ram
pant in the high-wage States, the factories 
will eventually close in the low-wage States, 

We should not forget that one of the prin
cipal reasons for the great depression in 
the early 1930's was the fact that our fac
tories and industries turned out products 
and discovered that the purchasing power 
of the country was so low that there was 
no market for our production. This brought 
about unemployment and the most devastat
ing shattering of our economy in the history 
of the Nation. 

Purchasing volume among wage earners 
is as essential for prosperity as purchasing 
power among the millions of farmers in 
America. After 1933, when our Government 
took steps to improve the economy ·of the 
wage earner and the farmer, our economy 
started to improve until we went into the 
greatest period of prosperity in our history. 

The great industrial areas of the 1920 
period learned a costly lesson when they 
discovered that low wages and low consumer 
income throughout America did not provide 
a market for steel and other manufactured 
products. · 

The increase in the minimum-wage 
bracket was promised to the American peo
ple by both political parties in the recent 
election. In fact, Secretary of Labor Mitch
ell told the CIO convention in 1953 that he 
was shocked to learn that two-thirds of 
America's 60 million workers were outside 
the wage-hour. law. He further stated_ that 
the position of these exempt workers was 
dangerously insecure, but also imperiled 
those covered by the 75-cent minimum-wage 
law. It is estimated that there are over 
'7,500,000 retail workers and 5 million serv
ice.:.trade workers who are not covered by 
the present low minimum-wage base. The 
industries that are covered are often those 
industries in which unions are strong enough 
to enforce a wage rate for _higher than the 
legal minimum. The industries exempted 
are precisely those where a long tradition 
of low pay, plus other factors, make it diffi
cult for the workers to organize and present 
their case effectively. Some folks have the 
false idea that if the minimum-wage rate 
is increased, there inust be a broader ·ex.:. 
emption. That in effect, means · that we 
must not have a minimum-wage base .in any 
industry where the law would have · a useful 
effect. Both the A.-F. of L. and the CIO have 
proposed a $1.25 level and if this minimum• 
wage base is enacted, or something reason
ably close thereto, it would have the effect 
of pumping an enormous buying power into 

the hands of consumers, aid prosperity, and 
prove to be an effective barrier against the 
reoccurrence of another depression. 

The Department of Labor survey in 
October 1951, showed that the annual in
come need for· an average family was $3,812 
a year in New Orleans. In the city of Wash-· 
ington, D. C. on account of the increased cost 
of living, the essential family income would · 
be $4,454. Yet, this family budget y.rould 
be far more than the head of a family would 
make at $1.25 an hour. A full year's work or 
2,000 hours at $1.25 minimum would yield 
only $2,500 compared to the $3-,800 required 
for adequate family living in a city like New 
Orleans. 

The raising of minimum wage to a just 
level would indirectly oring about a great 
reduction in disease, crime, and slums. 
Heads of families who are compelled to bring 
up children with inadequate necessities of 
life, when children are compelled to go to 
work at an early age, when the family pro
ducers must work such long hours that he 
has no time for his home, his wife and his 
children, develops into a dangerous challenge 
to the state of mind of millions of Americans 
who live under substandard conditions. It 
fails to recognize our Nation's interest and 
welfare in human needs and the protection 
of the family is completely lost through 
poverty and lack of opportunity. 

I do hope the committee will, without 
delay, report out a substantial increase in 
the base minimum· wage structure and in 
doing so, carry out the promises that both 
political parties made to the American people 
in the last election. 

It is my earnest hope that your committee 
act favorably so the bill can reach the House 
floor in the next 2 weeks. If the 435 Mem
bers of Congress are given an opportunity to 
debate, amend, and vote on a minimum wage 
bill, I am convinced they will reach a wage 
:figure that will be fair and equitable to both 
employer and employee, 

Memorial Day Address by Hon. Alexander 
Wiley, of Wisconsin 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. ALEXANDER WILEY 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 

Thursday, June 2, 1955 
Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, last Fri .. 

day, May 27, it was my privilege to ad
dress a Memorial Day gathering in West 
Allis, Wis. I stressed the significance 
of Memorial Day in our time, particularly 
with respect to.aviation defense. · 

_ In my judgment, our country must 
look to its air age , laurels if we are to 
have · necessary protection for our na
tional survival. 

I ask unanimous consent that the text 
of the address be printed in the CoN~ 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

·There being no objection, the address 
.was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
THE MEANING OF . MEMORIAL DAY IN OUR 

TIME-THE- NEED FOR : SPEEDING UNITED 
. STATES AVIATION DEVELOPMENT 

I am proud to be present with you at this 
outstanding patriotic assembly. · 

No one could be present today without a 
variety of deep feelings in · his heart. 
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